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Methodology Report

Evaluation of Policies, Practices and Implementation
of HIV Education Programs in Schools

Introduction

In February 1993, Macro International was contracted to evaluate the progress and activities
conducted by the 71 HIV education programs funded by the CDC's Divison of Adolescent and
School Hedth (DASH) through cooperative agreements with State and local education agencies.
Data elements were obtained from reading the program file documents and were abstracted for each
funded year of the S-year period 1987-1992 for each program. A database was composed from these
elements that will enable the CDC to answer specific evauation questions regarding the development
of programs and the extent to which the CDC policies and guidelines were followed during the S-year
funded period. Individual site reports based on computer-generated data were produced and sent out
to the HIV program directors (HIV PDs), who were requested to review the reports and
accompanying abstraction instruments for verification of information. Subsequent phone interviews

were conducted with PDs to obtain clarification of responses submitted to this request.

The summary tables presented-in Appendices G and H represent the find data collected from this
process. This methodology report presents a detailed account of the process undertaken to collect
this information. Because this study was based mostly on qualitative research methods, descriptions
of reliability and validity issues are included wherever applicable. The following sections comprise
the methodology report: Instrument Development, Data Collection, Data Abstraction, Data Entry,

!



Single-Site Reports, Data Editing and Clarification, Modifications to the Instrument, Data Cleaning,

and Conclusion.

Instrument Development

Development of the study plan occurred in Fall 1992. In accordance with this plan, DASH staff and
Macro developed a series of framework questions around the key areas under study: Basic
Demographic Information, Policy, Curriculum Development, Teacher/Staff Development, Other
Program Components, Classroom,, Comprehensive School Health Education-Infrastructure,
Comprehensive School Health Education-Curriculum, Program Evaluation, Surveillance,
Collaboration with Other Agencies, Use of Major Databases, Support to Local Schools, and
Anecdotal  Information. During the first Sx months of the project, Macro and DASH dtaff worked
collaboratively to develop a comprehensive data abstraction instrument based on these framework
questions that would capture data in the following sections; Demographics, Policy Development and
Implementation, Curriculum Development and Implementation, Teacher/Staff Development,
Comprehensive  School Hedth, Progran Evauation, Surveillance, Collaboration WitH '«'Other Agencies,

Use of Major Databases, Support to Local Schools, and Anecdota Information.

A pilot test of the data abstraction process was conducted using the draft instrument on eight sites
(5 SEAs and 3 LEAS), and in July 1993 a meeting was held in Atlanta between Macro and DASH
staff to discuss revisions to the draft instrument in relation to the findings from the pilot test. The
fina data abstraction instrument (included as Appendix A) was a 30-page document with over 100
questions. Its comprehensiveness can be seen in the size of the database, which was developed

directly from the instrument, and contains over 664 variables.



Data Collection

Macro retained a staffperson in Atlanta to work with DASH dtaff in borrowing and copying the file
documents from various localities within CDC. Checklists were used to assess the following types
of source documents included within the files: applications, progress reports, financia status reports,
trip reports, reviewer evaluation reports, responses to reviewer evauation reports, progress reports,
program evaluation reports, curriculum descriptions, policy information, questionnaires,
correspondence, surveys, and needs assessment reports. Program files for the beginning three or four
program years were copied first and shipped to Macro headquarters for abstracting. Reports for the
find year and the programs summary closeout documents were copied and shipped separately. It

must be noted here that the funding period for the final year was extended to 18 months by DASH,

but for the purposes ofthis study, all funded years were measured equally according to school years
(September through August). Therefore, al data collected from the programs reflects activities up

until Summer of 1992.

Although document retrieval for the first phase was a slow and laborious pro&s, most of the
necessary documents were accessible and made available to the project staff. There were, however,
difficulties in obtaining access to al of the close-out and final year program files. This was due to
the recent arrival of some reports and the logging in process within DASH and the Program Grants
Office (PGO). To expedite this process, project staff worked closdy with DASH taff to determine
the location of missing files. It must be noted here that final reports from 6 SEAs and 2 LEAs were
either not received at the CDC-DASH or were unable to be located. Abstractors who were not able

to access these fina reports were instructed to proceed without the information contained in them.



Ultimately, although every attempt was made to secure documentation and feedback from the

programs, source data were not consistent for al programs.

Data Abstraction

Full implementation of data abstraction of all 7 1 programs began in August 1993. Process records
were kept of the amount of time researchers spent abstracting data for each site. Data  abstraction
was conducted in two phases. initialy, the first 3 or 4 years of program activity were reviewed, and
later, after the year 5 progress reports and close-out file documents were received, the fina year
(91-92) was abstracted as a separate activity. The staffing of the abstracting team remained constant
throughout both phases. Staffing arrangements were the following: a manager, two in-house staff
members, and four off-ste staff. Collective time spent abstracting data for both phases ranged from
‘8 to 30 hours, depending on the size of the program files and the complexity of the program.
Because of the variance discovered in abstractor interpretation for some of the questions, weekly
team meetings were conducted to provide a forum for issues, monitor team progress, and share
information on DASH directives. Regular conference calls with DASH staff were aso held, and

concerns raised by abstractors were brought to the attention of DASH and resolved appropriately.

Before completion of the first phase of abstracting, interpretation issues surrounding the original
evaluation questions for policy development and implementation, curriculum, and teacher/staff
development prompted DASH staff to add evaluation questions based on criteria specified in the

Handbook for Evaluating HIV _Education These new questions were added to the abstraction

instrument as an attachment (Appendix B). Only the attachment evauation items for the above

sections were used in the single-site reports. It should be noted here that both sets of evaluation



questions for teacher/staff development included an item addressing participant satisfaction. Based
on feedback from DASH staff on other issues of interpretation raised by the task order project team
throughout the course of the first abstraction period, data editing guidelines were developed. In
addition to completing the evaluation attachment for all funded years, the second abstraction phase
included editing the previous data according to these guidelines. These two activities involved the
re-examination of documents to capture the additional evaluaion items and to ensure consistency in
abstractor ~ interpretation. Abstractors often reported that the amount of time spent on the second
phase of abstraction was as long, or even longer, than the first. Although every attempt was made
to increase the reliability factor, it is possible that errors in interpretation may have remained in some

questions and were simply not brought forth by abstractors.

Data Entry

The data entry program was developed during Fall 1993 in SPSS/PC-DE. In developing this
program, it became clear that the size of the database was too large to be contained a single file, it
was therefore split into two separate files. Data entry followed the structure of the' instrument where
appropriate. A codebook and data entry manual were produced that specified the procedures and
values used throughout the'process (Appendix C). These documents were submitted to DASH staff

for review.

Skip patterns were incorporated wherever necessary. In some cases, skip patterns were not
developed and needed to be inserted as part of the data cleaning process. AU data entry staff were
trained by the DM in SPSS-PC system procedures, as well as the specifics of working within the

database. All data entry work was monitored to ensure readiness for the writing of the single-site



reports. The sections on data editing and clarification and database modifications discuss the

incorporation of the instrument changes to the database in detail.

Computer Generated Single-Site Reports

While the second abstraction phase was in process, development of the shell for the single-site reports
was conducted. Items selected for the shell were based on DASH's needs and the depth of
information found by the project team during the first abstraction phase. In January 1994, a draft of
the shell was submitted to DASH in a narrative format for review. The style was found to be difficult
to read, and with DASH’ s assistance, another draft of the shell was developed that presented
information in an itemized listing with boxes that could be checked off for affirmative responses. This
shell was distributed to several DASH managers and project officers to solicit feedback on its

usefulness and completeness. Based on their review, several changes were made to the 15-page

report shell. The final report shell, approved by DASH in February 1994, is presented in
Appendix D. The changes to the shell included additional items and questions that were not in the
instrument, as well as additional responses to most questions in the policy development section to
delineate policy status as “required,” “recommended,” or “permitted.” These changes were deemed

necessary to the report in preparation for its review by the HIV PDs, and cover letters sent to the PDs
specifically requested a complete analysis of the Policy Development section. Sections where
abstractors found a great degree of missing information in the source documents were aso indicated

as such in the cover letters.

The reports were designed to be computer-generated to reflect consistent analysis across programs

and user-friendly to encourage higher response rates from the HIV PDs. Because of the size of the



instrument and the accompanying database, and the length of the single-site report, it was impossible
to design a totally computerized format for the site reports, and the end product involved a substantial
amount of individua researcher anaysis. Both report shells submitted to DASH were developed
in WordPerfect 5.1. Wherever possibie, single-site reports were produced by the staff responsible
for the gite abstraction. The process of creating the single-site reports involved the following steps.
(1) the DM was notified that all data for a site had been entered, (2) the DM analyzed site-specific
data by year using SPSS-PC software (only those variables that pertained to the site report were
andyzed), (3) abstractors received computer printouts and developed the individual reports from
readiig the printouts and summarizing additional qualitative information contained in the instruments.
Sections in which abstractors were uncomfortable with the level of data were flagged and brought
to the atention of HIV PDs in the cover letter. Copies of the abstraction instruments for each

funded year of a program were sent to the HIV PDs with the reports and the cover letter.

Stte reports were mailed out to al SEA and LEA HIV PDs from February 2 to June 21, 1994, and
HIV PDs were requested to return their responses within two weeks from the date of'the cover letter.
Records were kept of the report dissemination and feedback process that included the date of
dissemination, the responses received, the attempts to contact HIV PDs for follow-up, the contacts
made by the HIV PDs with the project team, and appropriate comments. Appendix E presents the

fina monitoring chart of the report dissemination process.

The site reports were designed to be summary reports documenting the entire four or five years of
the programs. As such, the format did not specify years in which most activities occurred, and HIV

PDs were asked to review the instruments that accompanied the reports to verify the completeness



and accuracy of the information abstracted for inclusion or correction to the nationa database.
Wherever possible, HIV PDs were aso asked to provide the project team with documentation to

substantiate changes to the report or the instruments.

Unfortunately, many HIV PDs did not respond in the manner requested. As presented in Figure 1,
a total of 22 sites did not respond at all, even after repeated attempts to contact them or to obtain the
information. And, as can be seen in Figure 2, out of these 22 sites, project staff reported no direct
contact with nine sites in which messages were left but not returned. It is interesting to note that
three of the sites with whom staff had direct contact (Colorado, New Jersey, and Dallas) eventually
sent their reports in, but they were submitted well after the September 6 find due date and therefore
were not included. Most HIV PDs that did respond did not provide the desired documentation to
substantiate their changes. These three reports will be sent to DASH aong with the rest of the
reports. Figure 3 lists dl 49 SEAs and LEAs that responded to project staff Four of the HIV PDs
who were contacted by phone felt that the reports required no changes, and two of the HIV PDs only
provided changes over the telephone, Figures 4 and 5, respectively. Many HIV PDs did not return
the copies of the abstraction instruments, and often those that did return the instruments did not make
changes throughout the copies, Figures 6 and 7. Most of the HIV PDs returned the site reports with
changes made directly on the report (Figure 8). Because the reports were of a summary nature, there
was often no indication on the shell of the specific year in which the activity occurred. Although
attempts were made to contact the HIV PDs for further clarification, it was often necessary for the
abstractor to make an educated guess regarding the specific year. This was accomplished by a quick

review of the relevant file documents.



Figure 1. SEAs and LEAs not responding to Site report review
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Figure 2. Nonresponsive SEAs and LEAs not returning phone messages
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Figure 3. SEAs and LLEAs Responding to Site Reports
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Figure 4: SEAs and LEAs reporting no changes to site report
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Figure 5: SEAs and LEAs providing changes over the phone
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Figure 6. SEAs and LEAs providing letters with documentation, but. no report
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Figure 7: SEAs and LEAs submitting report only
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Figure 8 SEAs and LEAs submitting report with documentation
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Data Editing and Clarification

All reports, copies of instruments, and documentation received from the HIV PDs were examined to
edit the study instruments in accordance with the new information. Also incorporated into the
instrument were the new questions added into the report. Macro staff marked the original
instruments in red, noting where information was gtill missing.

As mentioned earlier, there were many differences between the reports and the instruments. Macro
staff discussed the discrepancies in data during phone conferences with DASH staff and it was

decided in June 1994 to add an additiona activity into the data editing process that would involve
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phone contact with the HIV PDs to determine specific years of activity and other areas of
interpretation. In some cases, the thoroughness of the HIV PDs precluded the need for further
involvement. In most instances, project staff needed to seek clarification from the HIV PDs on
specific items marked in the report, especidly the delineation of years. Scheduled phone discussions
were conducted by staff, and wherever possible, calls were made by those abstractors most familiar
with the programs. Before the calls, project staff prepared specific areas to focus and limited the
discussions to those items in the report and instrument that needed clarification to augment the
information in the national, multi-year database. Additional documentation, such as policy
statements, staff training agenda, and curriculum materials was requested to support the assertions,

but no attempts were made to obtain the documentation after these calls were conducted.

As Figure 9 illustrates, a tota of 39 phone cdls were placed to HIV PDs. Staff completed calls to

34 HIV PDs and were unable to obtain responses from 5.

After all data were received from the HIV PDs the abstraction instruments for each program were
edited one final time to reflect the new changes. Staffused colorful marked up copies of the master
instruments that highlighted additional items, additional responses to existing items, and additional
questions. (A copy ofthe marked up master instrument was submitted to DASH.) All new changes
were manually coded to reflect these changes. Once al instruments were marked, edited changes

were entered into the database.
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Figure 9: Clarification Callsto SEAs and LEAs
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Database Modifications and Data Cleaning

It was known that changes to the site report would need to be incorporated into the database, but
because of the magnitude of the existing database, difficulties arose in using the previous data entry
system, SPSS/PC-DE. Using SPSS for Windows, the DM combined both database files to foster
easer data manipulation. Variables were inserted in appropriate places and values were changed to
reflect the report. For those programs that responded to the report reviews, “missing” and “not
applicable” values are denoted with “9” and “8" respectively to indicate user missing data. For those
programs that did not respond, a dot point was used, indicating system missing data. A codebook

of al variables and values is presented in Appendix F.

Macro staff met with DASH on September 26, 1994 to present preliminary summary tables of data
for SEAs and LEAs. At this time, changes were recommended by DASH to ensure clarity and
consistency in formatting. As part of this process, a thorough data cleaning was conducted by the
DM. Data cleaning involved checking al edited responses and ensuring that “missing” and “not
applicable” values were appropriately used, changing responses where necessary, and creating skip

patterns where  appropriate.

SEA and LEA Summary Tables

The following section provides an overview and brief discussion about the specific questions on the
instrument summarized in the tables found in Appendices G and H. Included in this discussion is an
assessment of our “comfort level” with certain questions and an explanation of the impact that
changes to the instrument had on the data. Not surprisingly, questions that yielded good results were

origina (unmodified) questions with clear response options that did not require a great deal of
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abstractor judgement and for which data existed in the tiles. Conversely, questions that were
amended during the course of the study to include new response options and the seven completely
new questions do not yield as strong results. Analysis will be difficult based on the amount of missing
data and low response rates to these questions. In addition, questions that required abstractors to
make judgements (i.e. “substantial efforts” versus “included but not stressed”) are subject to
individual interpretation based on the language and content of specific files. |t was not possible to
quantify such questions due to the variance between programs. In addition to the new and modified
questions, a number of other questions posed problems for abstractors. These were questions that
generdly remained unanswered due to the lack of information or usable data in the files. The first
part of each section below provides the reader with a list of questiongtables that, according to
abstractors, were generally among the stronger, most consistently answered questions in the

instrument.  Following this, is a list and short summary of possible reasons other questions yielded

less dramatic results.

Policy Development and Implementation. Although this entire section posed problems for the
analysis due to the many changes required throughout to match the report responses to the
instrument, there are still a number of questions that remain strong and appeared to have yielded good
results.

®  Although Questions 6A and 7A were amended to alow for the response, “policy permitted
HIV education” and little information was collected under this new category, programs
generadly provided clear information about their HIV education policies. Thus, despite the
additional item, Questions 6A, 7A, and 8 al yielded good data. When policy documents were
avalable it was not diicult to determine for whom the policy was intended, therefore answers
to Question 10A-B were aso generally available.

®  Questions 11, 16, 19, 2 1, and 25 were dl clearly stated questions with a complete range of
response options that coincided with information in the files. Documentation regarding
recommended/required HIV and CSHE curriculum materials, agencies that participated in HIV
education policy development, and the types of community groups that cooperated with the
SEAS/LEAs could be found in many places throughout the programs files. Although additional
items were added to Questions 19,21, and 25 (“permitted CSHE” and “Nurses/Physicians and
Community Organizations’ respectively) origina responses to these questions remain strong.

17



Despite the fact that policy documents were generally included, weak or “problem” questions abound
in this section.

Questions 6B-C and 7B-C fall into this category as a result of unavailable and/or unusable file
data.  Although many programs discussed district and local policy development and
implementation at some point during the S-year period, overall percentages were rarely
collected/reported by the programs. It was therefore generally not possible to answer these
questions.

Three new Questions (91-93) were added to the origind instrument. These questions focused
on whether the HIV educaion policy covered al students, whether it included a minimum
amount of HIV education, and if at least 10- 15 hours of HIV education was stipulated. These
new questions did not tend to yield good data. Minimum requirements were usually not
addressed in the source documents and abstractors reported little data for these responses as
well. In addition, HIV PDs frequently did not ‘address these questions in the reports.

In Question 13A, policies on teacher/staff training were originaly examined as requirements.
Changes in responses added “recommended” and “permitted” as options. In addition, in the
origind ingtrument, item #2 combined specid training in sex and heath education, but for the
single site report these items were separated. Thus, data for the sex education option were low
because it is was diicult for abstractors to determine which designation was correct and only
those programs responding could be included.

Question 13B was aso modified to included two new responses “required” and “permitted.”
Both questions could only be completely analyzed for those sites that responded and for whom
abstractors were certain of the data. Hence, the categories of “not recommended” or “not
required* indicate that delineations could not be determined beyond that status. As a result of
these changes, anaysis because much more difficult. The highest numbers on the table still
correspond to the original response options. o

Regarding collaboration policies, Questions 14 and 15 were amended to include
“recommended,” “required,” and “permitted” responses. Again the response of “not required”
or “not recommended” indicates that sites did not respond and the original abstracted response

remains.

Similarly, in Questions 17 and 18 the responses of “recommended” and “permitted” were added
to determine policies regarding assistance to local schools. As above, the “not required”
response remains to include those sites that did not respond.

The responses in Question 20, which concerns topics included in CSHE, were expanded from
the origind "included"/"not included” option to “required,” “recommended,” and *“permitted.”
Again the “included” and “not included” categories remained in the dataset for those sites that

did not completely respond to this question.

Question 22, which addresses other related policies, was amended to include the responses of
"required,” recommended,” and “permitted,” instead of simply “included” or “not included."

18



It is clear that drawing conclusions from this and other similarly amended questions is difficult
because of the variance in HIV PD response. Thus, for many of the questions in this section,
the outcome of these changes was in effect to dilute the results without gaining much more
usable information on the tables.

Curriculum Deveopment. As with the policy section, the strongest questions in the curriculum
section were those that were unambiguously stated and had distinct and complete response options
that coincided with format that information was provided by the programs.

Questions 28, 30, and 33 fall into this category. A majority of programs were eager to list key
individuals involved and the mechanism used in curriculum development/selection. In addition,
references to ancillary programs, such as those listed in Question 33 were aso common.
Although the response item “theater presentations” was added to Question 33, this option was
added because it had been frequently coded as an “other” response. This small modification
was not difficult for abstractors to incorporate. '

It was dso fairly smple for abstractors to make determinations in Questions 35-36. As a rule,
documentation regarding pilot/pretests and revisions were clear.

The main issues of concern in this section were centered around differences in interpretation of terms
used throughout the report and the instrument. Also worth noting, is that at DASH'S request,
curriculum was expanded to include curriculum, guidelines, framework, and competencies. This did
not present any problems however.

Although there were no changes made to Questions 26 and 27, in discussions held with the
HIV PDs it was evident that much confusion exists around the term “needs assessment.” It is
probable that some PDs indicated that they had completed a needs assessment without a true
understanding of its meaning. N

Numbers for Question 29 may be low because it was often overlooked on the report. Also,
there were likely to have been varying interpretations of the term “broad range.”

In Question 34, both abstractors and HIV PDs had difficulty quantifying the term *“routinely. "
Although many programs reported that they included these kinds of ancillary programs (as seen
in Question 33), it was often difficult to determine how “routing” these programs actualy were.
Often programs would list specific programs implemented in certain schools without providing
information about whether these programs were on-going and thus “routinely” implemented.
Hence, this question was subject to abstractor and PD judgement.

In Question 37, the interpretation of the term, “revised” also presented some confusion. Some
programs conducted MI revisions, while others essentialy reprinted or made minor changes
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to the materias. It was often difficult to make this determination based on information in the
files. Again, this question was subject to judgement on the part of the abstractor.

In Question 38, the additional items of “abstinence” and the “correct and consistent use of
condoms,” were made available for those programs choosing to respond. The numbers for
these items are much lower as a result. Question 38 also contains the response option

“substantial efforts to incorporate” that again was difficult for abstractors to judge and will
result in some degree of error due to abstractor variance.

Teacher/Staff Development. As with previous sections, there were a fair number of questions in
the teacher/staff development section that appeared to have produced reliable data. Many questions
in this section were unaltered, had dichotomous “yes/no” response options, and were generaly
“answerable” based on information in the files.

Some

AU of the programs conducted teacher/staff training a some point during the funding period
and many submitted detailed training materials which included specific topics, planned
activities, evaluation forms, and intended outcomes. In addition, programs generaly provided
information regarding when and how pilot programs occurred. Although some programs
provided only a single total for the number of teachers, administrators and staff trained during
a given year, in most cases separate totals were provided at some point during the S-year
period. Thus, the information available was generally sufficient to answer Questions 40, 43,

48-50 in most cases.

of the same problems found with the previous section also pertained to teacher/staff training.

In Question 41, the term “needs assessment” is likely to have been interpreted in a variety of
ways by PDs. In addition, the word “typicaly” made this question even more complicated.
Often programs reported that some kind of needs assessment had been conducted prior to
teacher training but at times it was not clear to the abstractor whether this was a "typical"
occurrence. For example, a program may have conducted several focus groups prior to the
first training workshops, but may not have continued this for subsequent trainings. “KAB
surveys’ and “Data collection on practices and policies” were among those most frequently

(typicaly)  conducted.
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Collaboration with Other Agencies. Collaboration with other agencies was a strong section for
a number of reasons. Many of the questions were unambiguous, ample information was provided by
programs, and to a large extent, the response options matched what was found in the files. Programs
seemed eager to report on collaborative efforts made with loca and nationa organizations and with
other SEAs and LEAs. One issue worth noting, is that the level of collaboration varied.
Collaboration with the PTA in one state may have been a single training night, whereas in another
state PTA-sponsored training may be an on-going activity. It is therefore difficult to conclude from
looking at the tables, the level of collaboration that actually occurred. Programs consistently  reported
on the composition and nature of their materials review committees which provided clear and useful
information  for Questions 79-8 1.

Question 73B posed somewhat of a problem regarding interpretation of the term “on average” A
majority of programs did not report on the average frequency of such meetings. In addition, two new
items were added to Questions 76 and 78 “developing a task force” and “developing a special
committee”  Although numbers for these options were extremely low due to their most likely being
overlooked during the review process, overall response to the origind items was good.

Major Databases Mormation about program activities in this area was scarce based in part on the
amount of time it took for many of the programs to purchase computers and then gaining access to
these databases. Although contributing to the databases was often listed as a program god for the
following year, little tangible evidence was provided about specific contributions or overall usage.

Support to Local Schools. This was another strong area based on the combination of clear
questions and response options that were consistent with program documentation. A new item
“incarcerated youth” was added to the response list for Question 87A, and as such, the numbers
reported are quite low. However, the original response options in this question yielded good results.
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Final Single Site Reports

After all data were entered into the national database, final single-site reports were prepared for all
71 programs and were sent out to the HIV PDs and their DASH Project Officers. As noted earlier,
some HIV PDs who had not provided earlier feedback received these final copies and found them to
be erroneous. In October, November, and December, project staff received ste reports from three
programs. Although it was not possibie to incorporaie these late changes into the database, these

three reports have been sent to DASH aong with the other reports.

24



APPENDIX A
DATA ABSTRACTION FORM



('Darc&:sc Cka.wjes >

ID number _ - _
File vyear .« _

CAH NAME

DATA ABSTRACTION FORM
CDC SCHOOL-BASED HIV PREVENTION PROGRAMS

BASIC INFORMATION

1. a. In 1987-88, how many children were enrolled in public schools within this CAH’s
jurisdiction by grade or by school level if grades are not indicated.

GRADE

K CLUSTER

l elementary school
2 middle/junior high
3 senior high

4

5

6 UNCLASSIFIED
;

8 elementary

9 secondarv

10

11

12

h.  How many dudents were enrolled in private schools in the CAH’s jurisdiction in 1987-
88?

Total students:



2.

In 1987-88, how many teachers (FTE) were there in the CAH’s jurisdiction at each
level?

elementary school
middle/junior high
senior high

Total #

IF INFORMATION IS UNAVAILABLE, PLEASE INDICATE THIS WITH "DK."

In 1987-88, how many administrators were there in the CAH’s jurisdiction at each
level?

elementary school
middle/junior high
senior high

Total #

IF INFORMATION IS UNAVAILABLE, PLEASE INDICATE THIS WITH "DK."

In 1987-88, how many nurses were there in the CAH’s jurisdiction at each level?

elementary school
middle/junior high
senior high

Total #

IF INFORMATION IS UNAVAILABLE, PLEASE INDICATE THIS WITH “DK.”

In 1987-88, how many other school daff members were there in the CAH's jurisdiction
at each level? (e.g. janitors. support staff, food service, bus drivers)

elementary school
middle/junior high
senior high

Total #

IF INFORMATION IS UNAVAILABLE. PLEASE INDICATE THIS WITH "DK."

[N



POLICY ISSUES ON HIV EDUCATION
6. IF THE CAH IS AN SEA,

‘2 In 1987-88, was there a state policy requiring HIV student education?

Yes

No, policy recommended HIV education

No, policy still under development

No policy and no policymaking activities

NA, CAH is an LEA

: . Information missing/not available _

(Addihonal 5. No, policy permitkd Hi educaton
Ifem)

©

b.  In1987-88, what percentage of districtsin the state had policies on HIV student
education?

%

c. In 1987-88, what percentage of districtsin the CAH’s jurisdiction implemented
the state’'s policies on HIV education?

%o

1. IF THE CAH IS AN LEA,

a  In1987-88, was there a district policy requiring HIV student education?

1 Yes (indudes didrids that ue the daes pdlicy)
2 No, policy recommended HIV education
3. No, policy still under development
4. No policy and no policymaking activities
8 NA, CAH is an SEA
. 9.  Information missing/not available
(add"w T No, Policy pex'na Aga( v edwcatt o
ern) b. In 198788 wha pacatsge of shods in the CAH's juisdidion hed polides on
HIV education?

To

c. In1987-88, what percentage of schoolsin the CAH’sjurisdiction implemented
the district’s policies on HIV education?

%%



8. In 1987-88, how was the policy devel oped/enacted?

Legislative Order

Governor’s Executive Act

School Board decision

Other (please  specify)

NA, no policy

Information missing/not available

© o W

9.  Briefly describe the CAH’s policy on HIV education in 1987-88.

I
02425:2:3. é’omr&fjc gfdl/ Students s . - - [ eequ.u/cd
[
a. In 1987-88, did the CAH's policy on HIV education include .. 2. 'e“‘"’_'""’dml
3. :Pam:/'/fd
Public eementary school  students 8. NA, no Po(fy

Public middle/junior high school students

Public high school students

Students attending State-approved private schools

Students attending unapproved private schools

Out of school youth

Special populations (e.g. incarcerated, handicapped, migrant, pregnant)
Other (please  pecify)

8. NA, no policy

9. Information missing/not available

b. In 1987-88, did the CAH’s policy specificaly exclude certan youth?

1. Yes
2. No

If Yes, please describe:




11, In1987-88, did the CAH provide guidance to schools on the content of HIV education
in any of the following areas?
No Yes

Required curriculum

Recommended curriculum

Required guidelines

Recommended guidelines

Mandated student competencies
Recommended student competencies

dd_,«hdna/ . .
<?(,e5hdn> n [/ca(]) a mwumum Amouvnt 57 HWv educa hon 1S :
12

In 1987-88, what was the minimum number of hours of HIV education that the CAH;j,
required by grade, by the end of several grades, or by cluster, if grades are not
indicated. IF NO REQUIREMENTS OR NO INFORMATION, ENTER "()." | . Requived

A- Re commien de

3. Rvm'.}k d

oo o o o
et et > ek b

GRADE ¥ CLUSTER
8. NAlNo Pohe.
K elementary school ~
l middle/junior high
2 senior high
3
4
5 BY THE END OF SEVERAL GRADES
b
7
8
9
10
11
12
. . C_l) fZ.(,Qul/C,OL
¥ Chdmj_&s n codu\\j (2) Brcormemerde ol
B permiBed

(Qddirons| | . . :
© Queshany @ A€ (east 10— 15 hours § AV educahon « o | Required

.2. &“mmwdza(
3. Perm:bed

§. na .Uo/)o/:u7



13.

@daamv’m/

lem)

14.

15.

a  For the year 1987-88, please indicate which of the following the CAH requires

inits policy of staff/teachers who teach HIV education. )
( CLM/?J " Cdd":j )

Certification
Special training in sexiesith education @) Lecormmended.
Special academic credentials 3 v mi led
Other (please  specify)
NA, no policy indicated
Information missing/not available

Speual traming |h Sex educahon &

b.  What types of staff/teachers were designated” by the CAH to teach HIV

education? (¥ recommended)

Elementary classroom teachers . :
Physcd  education teachers (Changes i coding )

Health education teachers “od.
School  nurses @ ﬂ‘qw‘m
Family living teachers (D Prmiled
Socid  dudies/social  concerns  teachers

Science/biology teachers
Other teachers (please specify)
No policy indicaed
Information missing/not available

Moo s wr—

© oo

For the year 1987-88, did the CAH’s HIV education policy require collaboration
between the Education Department and any other government department or agency

at the same level of jurisdiction? .
( addraral TEmy)

9.  Information missing/not available @ Rermitecd

If Yes, what department(s)?

In 1987-88, did the CAH formulate policy to encoulage*C()llaboration with other
agencies at the local level in conducting HIV education?
+ (rccommend. )

1. Yes( Qecommeno&cg )
b No ( addstromal ,Iavu)

9. Information missing/not available .
| (3) gequiced.

() Pumitied



16.

17.

18.

19.

(aster’

In 1987-88, what agencies paticipated in the development of the CAH’s policy on HIV
Education?

Department of Health

Department of Education

Parent, Teacher, or Student Associations
Organizations representing Minority Groups
Religious Organizations

Medical Societies

Universities

HIV/AIDS Organizations

Other (please  specify)

No evidence of collaboration
Information missing/not available

QR © PN DU B L
S &8 e bl '

If the CAH is an SEA, did the CAH’s HIV education potlicy require the state to
provide assistance to districts and/or schools in 1987-88?

(ad defronal Tems )

1. Yes

2. No €)) Cecommended
8. NA, CAl-l isan LEA 4 i Hedl

9. Information missing/not available ©® perm ‘

If the CAH is an LEA, in 1987-88 did the CAH’s HIV education policy require the
city/county to provide assistance to schools?

(dddxwl fkrn_r)
1. Yes :
2. No (D Recsmmended

NA, CAH is an SEA C"/) Torrs Hed

8.
9.  Information missing/not available

For the year 1987-88. did the CAH report having a Comprehensive School Health
Education (CSHE) curriculum?

Yes, required CSHE

Y es, recommended CSHE

No, CSHE curriculum still under devel opment
No CSHE curriculum [SKIP TO Q22]

. %6, Perm iHed CSHE

oy &> I



20.  For the year 1987-88, were any of the following topics were included in the CAH’s
comprehensive school health education’s framework/guidelines/curriculum?

No Yes
1. Injury prevention 0 1
2. Violence prevention 0 1
3. Suicide prevention 0 1
4, Tobacco use prevention 0 1
5. Alcohol & other drug use prevention 0 1
6. Pregnancy prevention 0 1
1. HIV prevention 0 1
8.  Other sexually transmitted disease prevention 0 1
9. Nutrition and dietary behavior 0 1
10. Physicd  activity 0 1
11. Other 0 l
12.  Other 0 1
13.  Other 0 1
14.  Other 0 1
15.  Other 0 1
16.  Other 0 1

(Chamﬁgs n cod:g) () ﬂgql,ufcd ; (3) Recommend.ed. 5 LA) &Im'#a"

21.  In1987-38, did the CAH’s policy recommend or require that the presentation of HIV
education occur within the context of CSHE?

1 Y es, it was recommended

2. Yes, it was required

3. No, it was not recommended/required
8. NA, no HIV education -policy

9.  Information missing/not available

i /\/o) 1+ Was Pyvm:#:c(,
22. In1987-88, for which of the following did the CAH report having policies?

(Mwmw!
Hem )

(0]
Staff training

Persons infected with HIV
Handling body fluids
Special populations
Other (please specify)

e e <
R

SN S
OO O O OoO=2

(Charges codin @) P.aqm/ecl,
( G j) 3 Rewommended



23.

24.

25.

If the CAH is an SEA, what percent of districts had policies in 1987-88 on the
following...?

O

Staff training
Persons infected with HIV
Handling body fluids
Specia populations
Other (please  specify)

IF INFORMATION IS UNAVAILABLE, PLEASE INDICATE THIS WITH A “DK"

In 1987-88, what percent of schools within jurisdiction of the CAH had policies in the
following

SR e e

%
%
%
To
%

Staff training

Persons infected with HIV
Handling body fluids
Special populations

Other (please  specify)

IF INFORMATION IS UNAVAILABLE, PLEASE INDICATE THIS WITH A "DK"

a

Did the CAH report any cooperation from the following groups in implementing
its policy on HIV education in 1987-88?

Local school administrators

(d ddutronal ;lch>

Didrict school  administrators

Teachers 7 Nurses o N_’phys icansy
Parents 7. Communily Orsemiatims
Students m n.;Z'7 o J

Community leaders

Describe any obstacles the CAH encountered during 1987-88 in gaining
cooperation from any of the above-mentioned groups.




CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT

26. a In 1987-88, did the CAH report conducting a needs assessment in the
development or sdection of the curriculum/guidelines/framework/competencies?

1. Yes
2. No needs assessment conducted
3. NA, no curriculum/guidelines/framework/competencies

b. If Yes, what types of activities did the CAH include in its needs assessment?

1. Focus groups

2. Interviews with participants (teachers/nurses/administrators)

3. Interviews with key informants (PTA members, school administrators,
parents,  students)

4.  KAB surveys

5. Datacollection on practices and policies

6. Other (please specify)

27. If the CAH isan SEA, did districts under the CAH’s jurisdiction report conducting a
needs assessment before implementing the curriculum/guidelines/framework/
competencies in 1987-88?

1 Yes

2 No needs assessment conducted

3. No curriculum/guidelines/framework/competencies
8. NA, CAH isnot an SEA (5 an LeR)

9 Information missing/not available

28. Who participated in the development of the curriculum/ guideiines/framework?
Please provide their posgtion(s) and/or status within the school system or  community’?

Teachers
Parents
Administrators
Students
School  nurses
University representatives

Physicians

Other health care providers

Department of Education

Department of Public Health

Religious organizations -
Specid  groups

Local HIV/AIDS organizations

Minority organizations
Other (please  specify)

© o0 N ORI
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29.

3L

32.

33.

(V\A"'h"mal b. Theate ?(‘edwfaﬁms

ey

Did the CAH report using a broad range of individuals in the devel opment/selection
of its HIV curriculum/guidelines/framework?

1. Yes

2. No

8 NA, no curriculum/guidelines/framework
9 Information missing/not available

What type of mechanism did the CAH report using to develop/select its HIV
education curriculum?

1 Task force (specialy appointed)

2 Committee (ad hoc)

3. Specid consultants  (university  professors)
4 Others (please specify)

In 1987-88, what specific curriculum/guidelines/framework/competencies for HIV
education did the CAH recommend or mandate?

What specific curriculum/guidelines/framework/competencies for HIV education were
used within the jurisdiction of the CAH in 1987-88?

In 1987-88, did the CAH report that any of the following were ever integrated into
HIV education? MARK ALL THAT APPLY

No Yes
1. Peer education program 0 !
3. Parent training and/or participation 0 !
3. Presentations by People living with AIDS 0 !
4. Presentations by community organizations 0 !
5. Other (please specify) 0 |
2] 1

11



34.  In 1987-88, did the CAH report that any of the following were routinely integrated
into HIV education? MARK ALL THAT APPLY

No Yes
1. Peer education program 0 1
2. Parent training and/or participation 0 !
3. Presentations by People living with AIDS 0 !
4. Presentations by community organizations 0 1
oddurenel 5. Other  (plesse  specify) 0 1
l-km) 6. Thealer Presertatians 0 1

35.  In 1987-88, did the CAH report conducting any type of pretest/pilot test prior to
implementing or disseminating the recommended or mandated curriculum?

1. Yes
2. No[SKIP TO Q37]
8. NA, no curriculum [SKIP TO Q39]

36. 1n 1987-88, did the CAH report revising the recommended or mandated curriculum
based on the pilot or pretest’?

1. Yes
2. No
8. NA, no curriculum

37. In 1987-88, did the CAH report revising the recommended or mandated
curriculum/guidelines/framework within the past 2 years?

1. Yes
2. No
8 NA, no curriculum/guidelines/framework

38.  In1987-88, did the CAH report including the following internal characteristicsin its
recommended or required HIV curriculum? PLEASE NOTE THE DEGREE TO
WHICH THE CAH STRESSED THE IMPORTANCE OF EACH

CHARACTERISTIC.
Not Included  Substantia
Included but not efforts
stressed made to
incorporate
1. Prattice and skills building 0 1 3
2. Functional knowledge 0 1 2
3. Vulnerability perceptions 0 ! 2
‘ 4. HIV-related attitudes 0 l 2
‘addchave 5. Abstimence 0 T 2
1 7

teins) G. Correcy + Gmsiotent Use q 162mc(cms O



0.

How many students in the CAH’s jurisdiction were reported to have received HIV

education in 1987-88?

GRADE

LOOO\IOLn_poomn—»Vq

— -
N — O

13

CLUSTER

elementary school
middle/junior high
senior high



TEACHER/STAFF DEVELOPMENT
40.  In 1987-88, did the CAH report that jt provided teacher/staff training?

1. Yes
3. No [SKIP TO QUESTION 50]

41.  In 1987-88, did the CAH report that teacher/staff training was typically preceded by
a needs assessment?

1. Yes
2. No

If Yes, what types of activities did the CAH include in its needs assessment?

1. Focusgroups

3. Interviews with participants (teachers/nurses/administrators)

3 Interviews with key informants (PTA members, school administrators, parents,
students)

4.  KAB surveys

5.  Datacoallection on practices and policies

6.  Other (please specify)

42.  Didthe CAH report including any of the following internal characteristicsin its staff
development program? PLEASE NOTE THE DEGREE TO WHICH THE CAH
STRESSED THE IMPORTANCE OF EACH CHARACTERISTIC.

Not Included Substan-
Included but not tid efforts
stressed made to
Incorporate
1. Practice and skillsbuilding 0 1 2
2. Attitudes toward People 0 | 2
with AIDS or HIV
3. Comfort with senstive 0 ! 2
topics
4. Factua knowledge about HIV and AIDS 0 | 2
N 5. Knowledge about HIV policy 0 1 2
@M.‘mb b. Tenception § Vu ""“‘m"b 4 Hwv O 1 2

Hem) mfechon
43. For the year 1987-88, did the CAH report that teacher/staff training was
pretested/pilot tested prior to implementation?

1. Yes
2. No

14
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44,

41.

For the year 1987-88, did the CAH report that teacher/staff training had been revised
within the last 2 years?

1. Yes
2. No

During 1987-88, on average, how many hours of teacher/staff training were provided
to the following groups?

1. Teachers

2. Administrators

3. Nurses

4, Otherschooi staff (e.g. janitors, support staff, food service, bus drivers)

IF INFORMATION IS UNAVAILABLE, PLEASE INDICATE THIS WITH "DK"
-ﬁqg ij(ﬂ’lg % ‘f’MIV?l;-f 74; Gaclhewr Wog PVMM w the #”owu:ij dum?‘lﬁ-.'

Briefly describe the format in which teacher/staff training was delivered. Include the
length of the workshop and other topics presented in conjunction with HIV education.

4 0 14\/ no ? . _?-day tramming

' -
.- “Hray
+ 1 -ﬁv )es) § ;?—jay n):)jj
‘f- 72-day ’fYam):rj

{ov less)

In 1987-88, within the CAH’s jurisdiction, how many teachers were provided training
through the CAH (by grade or by cluster)? .

GRADE

K CLUSTER

l

2 elementary school
3 middle/junior high
4 senior high .

5

6 Total Teachers Trained:
7

8

9

10

11

12

15



48.

49,

50.

ol.

. 92

In 1987-88, did the CAH report providing training to administrators?

1 Yes
2. No

If Yes, please indicate the total number of administrators trained:

In 1987-88, did the CAH report providing training to school nurses?

1. Yes
2. No

If Yes, please indicate the total number of school nurses trained:

In 1987-88, did the CAH report providing training to other school staff?

1. Yes
2. No

If Yes, please indicate the total number of other school staff trained:

In 1987-88, within the CAH’s jurisdiction, how many teachers taught HIV education
(by grade or by cluster)

GRADE

K

! CLUSTER

2

3 elementary school
4 middie/junior high
5 senior high

6

7 Total # of teachers who taught HIV:
8

9

10

11

12

Approximately what percent of teachers trained taught HIV education in 1987-88?

%o

IF INFORMATION IS UNAVAILABLE, PLEASE INDICATE THIS WITH "DK"

16



COMPREHENSIVE SCHOOL HEALTH INFRASTRUCTURE

53.

54,

Within the CAH’s jurisdiction, during 1987-88 were any of the following areas of
comprehensive school health education included as part of the same organizational
unit as HIV within the CAH’S Department of Education?

Injury prevention

Violence prevention

Tobacco use prevention

Alcohol and other drug use prevention
Pregnancy prevention

Other STD prevention

Nutrition and dietary behavior

Physcd  activity

Mental and emotional health

© @ NDOTAWN

NOTE: SEE CHART FROM DASH

For year 1987-88, describe how comprehensive school health education fitsinto the
CAH's Depatment of Education and, if possble, include the following: A description
of the larger unit that includes CSHE and a description of other unitsthat are parallel.
USE CAH ORGANIZATIONAL CHART, IF PROVIDED

17



PROGRAM EVALUATION

55.

56.

57.

Was an evauation report included in the files for 1987-88?

1. Yes
2. No

Did the CAH report including the following internal characteristics in its evaluation?
PLEASE NOTE THE DEGREE TO WHICH THE CAH STRESSED THE
IMPORTANCE OF EACH ITEM

Not Included Substan-
Included but not tid efforts
stressed made to
Incorporate
1. Multiple methods 0 ! 2
2. Compiete and comprehensive
evaluation plan 0 l 2
3. Usefulness of evaluation 0 1 2

For the year 1987438, did the CAH report conducting an evaluation of its HIV
education policy?

1. Yes
2. No
8.  NA, nopolicy

IF YES, did the CAH report whether the evaluation of its HIV education policy
included any of the following?

No Yes
a  Asssssment of  whether loca/digtrict
policy corresponds to state policy 0 1
b.  Assessment of whether HIV education
is being implemented according to policy 0 l
C Assessment of how wel known policy is
among community members 0 1

18



58.

59.

For the year 1987-88, did the CAH report conducting an evaluation of its HIV/AIDS
curriculum?

1. Yes
2. No
8. NA, no curriculum

IF YES, did the CAH report whether the evaluation of its HIV/AIDS curriculum
included any the of the following?

No Yes

a  Assessment of whether HIV curriculum

corresponds with policy standards

and/or actual policy 0 !
b.  Assessment of whether HIV curriculum

IS being implemented consistently 0 !
C Assessment in the delivery of

the HIV curriculum 0 1

For the year 1987-88, did the CAH report conducting an evaluation on its staff
development component?

1 Yes
3. No
8. NA, no staff development

IF YES, did the CAH report whether the evaluation of its staff component
development included an assessment of any the of the following? |

No Yes
a.  Consistency with policy and curriculum 0 !
b.  Implemented according to design - 0 !
¢.  Measurement of participant satisfaction 0 1
d. Measurement of Knowledge, Attitudes, Skill
increase (in proportion training) 0 ]
e. Other (please gpecify) 0 !

19
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60.

61.

For the year 1987-88, did the CAH report conducting an evaluation on student
outcomes?

1.  Yes
2. No

3. NA, no student outcomes

If Yes, did the CAH report conducting an assessment of whether student KAP or KAB
resuits were used to refine curriculum or staff development?

L. Y e S
2. No
8. NA, no KAP/KAB/no curriculum/no staff development

For the year 1987438, did the CAH report conducting an evauation of its collaboration
activities?

1. Yes
2. No

8. NA, no collaboration activities

For 4me Lyear], did +he CAW repvk Comduchng an evaluabin q s

62. Didthe CAH report using any of the following qualitative methods of data collection pilot
in its evaluation? PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOX BASED ON -
INFORMATION PROVIDED REGARDING RESPONDENTS AND METHOD OF Prege
DATA COLLECTION

1. yes
2. No
Respondents Focus | Case Interviews | Observation | Other: 8. NA, No
Groups | Studies & Survey Pilot pogrss

1. Students

2. Teachers

3. Administrators

4. Nurses

5. Parents

6. Schools

7. Didtricts

S. Other:

20



63.

64.

65.

Did the CAH report using its evaluation results from 1987-88 to improve any of the
following areas?

No Yes
a.

b.  HIV Curiculum educaion policy 0 11

C.

.
B

Survellance Saff development il 11
Evaluation Collaboration with ~other 0 I
agencies

™

Did the CAH report requesting/receiving any technical assistance in its program
evauation in 1987-88?

1. Yes
2. No

If Yes, please describe the TA requested/received.

Did the CAH report any use of CDC’s_Handbook for Evaluating HIV Education?
(Does not apply in years 1987-91). -

1. Yes
P. No
8. NA

If Yes, what examples did the CAH report on how the Handbook was used?
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SURVEILLANCE

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

Which of the following surveys did the CAH report conducting in 1987-88?

YRBS

HIV Survey

School Building Survey

NA, no survey conducted [SKIP TO QUESTION 71]

Was 1987-88 survey data weightable?

No Yes
1.  YRBS 0 !
2. HIV Survey: 0 !
3. School Building Survey: 0 I

If the CAH conducted the HIV/YRBS Survey in 1987-88, what response rates were
reported for schools and students?

L. Schoals
2. Students
8. NA, No survey conducted
If 4re CAH fmducked the Sduol Budlding Survey in [y ear], Nhat respmse
Were any questions or sets of questions omitted by the C AH from the 1987-88 rafs

HIV/YRBS Survey administration? Weye repevied—
fov sdavols 7
1. Yes
3. No .
, 999 =(DK)
If Yes, in what areas? 8 =0UvA)
a. Injury
b. S
c. Drugs
d. Tobacco
e Nutrition
f. Physcd  activity

Please describe any ways that the HIV/Y RBS Survey data were used to enhance HIV
education and/or other health related areas in 1987-88.

wer e School "bwndl'nj Suviey date used 10 any way fo enhance
IV cducahan and) o health22- velaled areas Lyear]?
{ =(esD - ‘

A S A



COLLABORATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES

1.

12.

73.

74.

Did the CAH report collaborating with other agencies in developing/delivering HIV
prevention and education activities in 1987-88?

L
2.

Yes
No [SKIP TO Q74]

With which of the following agencies did the CAH collaborate in 1987-88?

~No OB W —

Department of Health
Department of Education

Parent, Teacher, or Student Associations
Organizations representing Minority Groups
Religious Organizations

Medical Societies
Other (please  specify)

How did this collaboration occur in 1987-88?

a

Methods of collaboration included...

Developing a Special Committee
Other (please  specify)
Information missing/ not available

1.  Regquesting and distributing materials
2. Phone consultation

3. Inviting speakers

4. Conducting training

5.  Developing a Task force

6.

7.

9.

On the average, how often did representatives from these agencies meet with
CAH HIV saff?

Annudly

Quarterly

Monthly

Weekly

Other (please Specify)
Information missing/not available

© TR WN

During 1987-88, did the CAH report collaborating in any way with any national
organizations involved in HIV prevention?

1,

3

Yes
No [SKIP TO Q77]
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9.

76.

With

RS R T Y e o e =

How

which of the following agencies did the CAH report collaborating in 1987-88?

Association for the Advancement of Health Education
American College Health Association

American Association of School Administrators
American Federation of Teachers

National School Boards Association

National Rural and Small Schools Consortium

Council of Chief State School Officers

National School Health Education Consortium
National Association for Equal Opportunity in Higher Education
National Organization of Black County Officials

Center for Population Studies

Education, Training, and Research Associates

National Parent Teacher Association

National Network-for Y outh and Runaway Services
National Center for Health Education

National Coalition of Hispanic Health and Human Service Organizations
National Coalition of Advocates for Students

National Commission on Correctional Health

American Medical Association

National Education Association

Other (please specify)

, , . 229 :
did collaboration occur in 1987-887 adel. teomal em J)

Methods of collaboration included... é wdc)m;’j ades k 74“&
Requesting and distributing materials 7. Teveloping 4 Jpaua',/
Phone consultation j.

Inviting speakers comm, Hee
Conducting training

Other (please  specify)

Information missing/not available

Specific issues of collaboration included....

Policy development

Policy implemeniation
Curriculum development
Curriculum  implementation
Teacher/Staff training
Surveillance/data collection
Program evaluation

Student outcomes

Other (please  specify)

9. Information missing/not available
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During 1987-88, did the CAH report collaborating in any way with any other CAH’s
involved in HIV prevention programs?

1. Yes
2. No [SKIP TO Q79]

How did collaboration occur in 1987-88? Methods of collaboration included...

Requesting and distributing materials (ad“d"f"m“'/ e )
Phone consultation (. Developing 4 fask fore
Inviting speakers loprme @ Special Cornm e
Conducting training 7 Dexeliping o Special Comm:iiee.
Other (please  specify)
Information missing/not available

© o1&~ WM

Was a list of the members of the Materials Review Committee included in the
application (reapplication) for 1987-88?

1. Yes

2. No [SKIP TO Q81]

What categories of members were included in the Materials Review Committee for
1987-88?

Representatives from School Boards
Parents

Teachers

Students

School Administrators
Representatives from Minority Groups
Other (please  specify)

N TR WM

If any decisons were made that the CAH would develop or purchase HIV-related
materials, is there evidence that the Materials Review Committee approved of these
decisions during 1987-88?

1. Yes
3, No

25



USE OF MAJOR DATABASES

82. In 1987-88, did the CAH report directly contributing in any way to CDC’s AIDS
School Health Education Database this year?

1. Yes
2. No

83. In 1987-88, did the CAI-I report contributing specific information about its own
program to CDC's AIDS School Hedlth Education Database?

1. Yes
.  No
84.  Was the CAH enrolled in Comprehensive Health Education Network (CHEN) in
1987-88?
1. Yes
B. No
8. NA

85.  Did the CAH use the CHEN in 1987-88?

1. Yes
2. NO
8. + NA



SUPPORT TO LOCAL SCHOOLS

86.

In 1987-88, did the CAH report assisting schools/districts to identify areas in which
they need help?

1. Yes
2. No [SKIP TO Q88)

IF YES

a  How did the CAH assist schoolg/districts to determine the adequacy of their
local HIV education efforts?

NA, no assistance provided
Information missing/ not available

1. Technical assistance

2. Evaluation support

3. Survey and data collection assistance
4. Analysis

5. Other (please specify)

8.

9.

b. How did the CAH assist schoolg/districts to incorporate HIV education into
comprehensive school health instruction?

1 Financial

2 Curriculum development

3. ‘Specia programs/presentations/speakers
4. Teacher training

5. Cultura curriculum adaptation
6 Other (please specify)

8 NA. no assistance provided

9 Information missing/not available

¢.  Which of the following did the CAH- help schools/districts establish?

Local policies

Guidelines

Advisory committees

Standards for HIV education
Other (please  specify)

NA. no assistance provided
Information missing/not available

© 00 Ul A~k
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d. For those circled above, please describe specific ways that the CAH provided
assdance in 1987-88.

87. In 1987-88, did the CAH report assisting local school districts/schools in providing
HIV education to youth in high risk situations/students with special needs?

1. Yes
2. No
If Yes

a  Towhich of the following populations was assistance provided.?

1. Youth in high risk situations
3. Youthin dternative schools
3 Minority youth
4. Youth with special education needs
- 5. Out of school youth
(Getctetiore! A
Hem) bh. Pl

Incarcerated Youtt
ease describe the kinds of assistance provided

28



ANECDOTAL INFORMATION

88. Arethere any unique or particularly interesting features of theCAH’s HIV prevention
program in 1987-88 that others might be interested in hearing about? Please describe.

89. Were there any success stories told about the effectiveness of the CAH’'s HIV
education program in 1987-88, that might be shared with others? Please describe.

29



90. Were there indications of progress made by the CAH in 1987-88 that were not
captured in this instrument? Please describe.

30



APPENDIX B

ATTACHMENT TO DATA ABSTRACTION FORM



ID numbe _ .
File vyear _ . _ .

CAH NAME

ATTACHMENT TO DATA ABSTRACTION FOR
CDC SCHOOL-BASED HIV PREVENTION PROGRAMS

PROGRAM EVALUATION

57. Replacement questions on policy evaluation. If the CAH did conduct an evauation of
its HIV education policy, did the evaluation include any of the following?

No Yes

d. The policymaking process 0 !
e. The content of the policy 0 !
f, The extent to which the policy

has been disseminated 0 !
g. The extent to which training

regarding the policy has been

provided or receved 0 1
h. The extent to which the policy

is beng utilized 0 !

58.  Replacement questions on curriculum evaluation. If the CAH did conduct an
evduation of its HIV/AIDS curriculum. did the evauaion include any of the following?

No Yes
d. The curriculum development process 0 !
e. The extent to which thecurricu-
lum is consistent with relevant

policies 0 !
f, The content of the curriculum 0 1
g. The extent to which the curriculum

IS implemented 0 !
h. The extent to which the curriculum

is implemented as intended 0 !

The extent to which the curriculum
has the desired impact on students 0 !



9.

Replacement questions on staff deveiopment evaiuation. If the CXH did conduct an
evaluation of its staff development component. did the evaluation include any of the
following?

No Yes
d. The process of deveioping the
saff development efforts.. . 0 1
e. Attitudes toward people with HIV/AIDS 0 1
f. Ingtructiond  confidence 0 1
g. Knowledge of HIV/AIDS 0 1
h. The content of the dtaff development
effort 0 l
i Paticipant ~ satisfaction 0 1
j. Paticipant ~ Kills 0 1
k. Comfort with sensitive topics 0 1



APPENDIX C

CODING AND DATA ENTRY MANUAL
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CENERAL | NSTRUCTI ONS

You nmust hit the <Enter> key to advance to the next field.

< > means hit the key nmarked with the nane between the brackets.

Wien you are entering data, the field wil

] _ be highlighted, and the cursor wll
| ower | eft hand corner of the highlighted area.
fields/variables you nust hit

appear in the
the [ower |eft

_ Wen you want to nove back and forth between
<Escape> first. This wll cause the cursor to disappear from
hand corner of the highlighted area and you are free to nove around.

Wiile retrieving files the nessage "Reading Directory" wll appear at the bottomleft of the
of the screen. This process takes a few mnutes but the nessage wll disappear when the
process is conplete
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Movi ng  Around

) + - Mves cursor to the next variable.
« = Mves cursor back to the previous variable.

. l - Moves cursor to the sane variable in the next case.

I~ Mves cursor to the same variable in the previous case.

Adding cases

At the end of the first case, SPSS nmay ask you to press <Fe6> to add cases. To turn add cases
on:

‘ <ESC> =~ press escape to exit data entry node for current variable.
' <F6> -~ to turn add cases on.

. <Enter> - to nove to the beginning of the next record.



BASI C

CAHNAME

ID nunber

DATA  ABSTRACTION  FORM
CDC SCHOOL-BASED HV  PREVENTI ON PROGRANG

| NFORMATI ON

a. In 1991-92, how many children were enrolled
in  pubraz  schools within this CAH's
jurisdiction by grade or by school level if
grades are not indicated.

GRADE

K CLUSTER

1 el enentary school

2 m ddl e/ j uni or  high

3 senior high

4

5 UNCLASSI FI ED

6 el ement ary

7 secondary

a

9

10

11

USE CAH1.S8YS FCR DATA ENTRY OF PART 1

Enter the name of the CAR  This field will
take up to 30 letters.

The identification nunber is a 6 digit
nunber which consists of:

first 2 characters of year: a7
abstractor id nunber : 01
SEA/ LEA number

SEAs 1-51

LEAs 52-79 : 51

SEA/LEA caH nunber is repeated here.

Any nunber from O to 100,000 can be
entered. If this information is mssing
pl ease enter 9's.

If all the grade, cluster, and unclassified
entries are mssing enter 9 in the Mssing
indicator  box.
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7.

IF THE CAH IS AN LEA

In  1991-92, was there a district policy
requiring HV student education?

1. Yes (includes districts that use the state's
policy)

2 No, policy recommended HYV education

3. No, policy still under devel opnent

4. No policy and no policymaking activities

a NA CAH is an SEA

9 Information mssing/not available

In 1991-92, what percentage of schools in the
CAH's jurisdiction had policies on HI V
education?

%
In 1991-92, what percentage of schools in the
CAH's jurisdiction inplenented the district's
policies on HV education?

%



W 0o -~ OO
ST T T .

I'n 1991- 92,
devel oped/ enact ed?

how was the

pol i cy

Legislative Oder
Governor's Executive Act
School Board deci sion
Q her (please specify)
NA, no policy

I nformati on m ssing/not

avai |l abl e

Briefly describe the caH's H V

policy on
education in 1991-92.

10.

a. In 1991-92,

did the caH's policy on HV
education include .

1. Public elenentary school students

2. Public mddle/junior high school students

3. Public high school students _

4, Students attending State-approved private
school s

5. Students attending unappr oved private

school s

Enter 1 through 4, 8 or 9.

If 1 &« 2 are circled enter 5

If 1 & 3 are circled enter 6

if 1 &« 2 &3 are circled enter 7

If 4 is selected the enter specification.
Enter 1, for Yes a description of CAB
policy is provided, or 0 for No description
provi ded.

If 99 is circled enter 9 for the first
entry.
If 88 is circled enter 8 for the first
entry.
Qherwise, enter 1 (Yes) for each nunber
circled, and O (No) for those not circled



6. Qut of school youth

7. Special populations (e.g. i ncar cer at ed,
handi capped, m grant, pregnant )

8. GQher (please specify)

88. NA no policy

99. Information m ssing/not available

In 1991-92, did the CAH's policy specifically

exclude certain youth?

1. Yes

2. No

If Yes, please describe:

| f

there

is no

"Other"

ent er

9



11. In 1991-92, did the CAH provide guidance to
schools on the content of HV education in any
of the following areas?

No Yes
1. Required curriculum 0 1
2. Recommended curricul um 0 1
3. Required guidelines 0 1
4.  Recommended guidelines 0 1
5. Mandated student conpetencies 0 1
6. Recommended student conpetencies 0 1
12. In 1991-92, what was the m nimum nunber of
hours of HV education that the CAH required by
grade, by the end of several grades, or by
cluster, if grades are not indicated. I[F NO
REQUREMENTS R NO [INFORVATION, ENTER ng,
GRADE CLUSTER If all the grade, <cluster information is
m ssing enter 9 in the Mssing indicator
K el ementary school box.
1 m ddl e/ juni or high
g senior  high
4
5
6 BY THE END OF SEVERAL GRADES
7
8
9

— e
N o




13. a. For the year 1991-92, please indicate which
of the following the CAH requires in its
policy of staff/teachers who teach HIV
education.

1. Certification
2. Special training in sex/health education
3. Special academic credentials
4. Other (please sgpecify)
8. NA, no policy indicated
9. Information missing/not available
b. What types of staff/teachers were designated by
the CAH to teach HIV education?
1. Elementary classroom teachers
2. Physical education teachers
3. Health education teachers
4. School nurses
5. PFamily living teachers
6. Social studies/social concerns teachers
7. Science/biology teachers
8. Other teachers (please specify)
88. No policy indicated
99. Information missing/not available
14. For the vyear 1991-92, did the CAH's HIV

education policy require collaboration between
the Education Department and any other
government department or agency at the same
level of jurisdiction?

1. Yes ~

2. No

9. Information missing/not available

If Yes, what department(g)?

If there is no "Other" enter 9.

If 99 is circled enter 9 for the first
entry.

If 88 is circled enter 8 for the first
entry.

Otherwise,
circled,

enter 1 (Yes) for each number
and 0 (No) for those not circled

If there 1s no "Other" enter 9.



15.

16.

17.

© N —

O OOWOoo 1o o1l &=~ wWro —
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18.

—

In 1991-92, did the CAH fornulate policy to
encourage collaboration wth other agencies at
the local level in conducting HV education?
Yes

No

Information mssing/not available

In 1991-92, what agencies participated in the
devel opnent of the c¢aAH's policy on HIV
Educati on?

Departnent of Health

Depar t ment of Educati on

Parent, Teacher, or Student Associations

Organi zations representing Mnority G oups

Rel i gi ous Organi zations

Medi cal Societies

Uni versities
H v/ AIDS Organi zations

Gher (please specify)

No evidence of collaboration

Information mssing/not available

If the CAH is an SEA, did the caH's HV
education policy require the state to provide
assistance to districts and/or schools in 1991-
927

Yes

No

NA CAH is an LEA

Information m ssing/not available

If the CAH is an LEA in 1991-92 did the CAH's
HV education policy require the city/county to
provide assistance to schools?

Yes

No

If 99 is circled enter 9 for the first
entry.

If 88 is circled enter 8 for the first
entry.

Qtherwise, enter 1 (Yes) for each nunber
circled, and 0 (No) for those not circled
[f there is no "Othexr" enter 9.



19.

20.

B~ oMo

OO0 1O U1 ~WRN —

s b e e
ombwNoER,oO-
h h

NA  CAH is an SEA
Information mssing/not available

For the year 1991-92, did the CAH report having
a Conprehensive School Health Education (CSHE)
curricul unf

Yes, required CSHE

Yes, recommended CSHE

No, CSHE curriculum still under devel opnent
No CSHE curriculum [SKIP TO Q22]

For the year 1991-92, were any of the following
topics were included in the CaAH's conprehensive
school heal th education's
framewor k/ gui del i nes/ curri cul unf

No Yes
Injury prevention 0 1
Vi ol ence prevention 0 1
Sui cide prevention 0 1
Tobacco use prevention 0 1
ACD use prevention 0 1
Pregnancy prevention 0 1
H V prevention 0 1
Gher STD prevention 0 1
Nutrition and dietary behavior o 1
Physical activity 0 1
O her 0 1
O her 0 1
O her 0 1
O her 0 1
Q her 0 1
O her 0 1

10

Enter

Ent er
bl ank

circl ed.

as
9 for
to exit

first other

question.

response that

is



21. In 1991-92, did the CAH's policy recomend or Enter as circled
require that the presentation of HV education
occur wthin the context of CSHE?

Yes, it was recomrended

Yes, it was required

No, it was not recomended/req
NA, no HV education policy

I nformation m ssi ng/ not avai |

e®wn e

22. In 1991-92, for which of the following did the Enter as circled
CAH report having policies?

Staff training

Persons infected wth HYV
Handling body fluids
Speci al popul ations

Gher (please specify)

asrownpE=
cooo oo
— = = = D

If there is no "Qther" enter 9.

23. If the CAH is an SEA what percent of districts Ent er three di git per cent age, if
had policies in 1991-92 on the followng...? information is unavailable enter 999

% Staff training
% Persons infected wth HV
Handling body fluids
% Speci al popul ations

% Qher (please specify)

o=
a0

IF INFCRMATION IS UNAVAILABLE, PLEASE |NDICATE THI'S
WTH A "DK®

11



24, In 1991-92, what percent of schools wthin
jurisdiction of the CAH had policies in the
foll ow ng

1. % Staff training

2. % Persons infected wth HYV
3. % Handling body fluids

4, % Speci al popul ations

5. % Qher (please specify)

IF  INFCRVATICN IS  UNAVA LABLE, PLEASE INDCATE THS

W TH A "DK"

25. a. Dd the CAH report any cooperation from the

following groups in inplenenting its policy
on HV education in 1391-927?

1. Local school admnistrators

2. District school admnistrators

3. Teachers

4, Parents

5. Students

6. Community |eaders

b. Descri be any obstacles the CAH encountered
during 1991-92 in gaining cooperation from any
of the above-nentioned groups.

12

Enter three digit percentage, if no
information is available enter = 999.

Enter 1 (Yes) for each group that is
circled, 0 (No) for those that are not
circled.

If there is a description available, enter
1 (Yes), if none is present enter 0 (No).



CURRI CULUM  DEVELOPMENT

26. a. In 1991-92, did
needs assessnent in
s el e ¢ t i on

the CAH

report conducting a
t he devel opnent or
0O f t h e

curriculum/guidelines/framework/competenci

es?
1. Yes
2. No needs assessment conducted
3. NA, no curriculumguidelines/framework
b. If Yes, what types of activities did the CAH
include in its needs assessment?
1. Focus Goups
2. Interviews wth participants
3. Interviews wth key informants (PTA)
4, KAB  surveys
5. Data collection on practices and policies
6. Qher (please specify)

27. If -the CAH is an SEA did districts under the
CAH's jurisdiction report conducting a needs
assessnent before inplementing the curricul un
gui del i nes/framework/ conpetencies in 1991-92?

curriculum/ guidelines/framework/

1. Yes
2. No needs assessnment conducted
3. No
conpet enci es
8. NA CAH is not an SEA
9. Information m ssing/not

avail abl e

13

If 3 is circled, enter 8.

Enter 1 (Yes) for those activities that
circled, 0 (No) for those not circled.
If there is no "Other"™ enter 9.

Enter as circled.

are



28.

29.

30.

Wi participated in the devel opnent of the

curricul um

provide their position(s) and/or

O OO0 U1l &~ —

[ e N N T Y SN
COITE~EONREF O

© oo N —

o

the school system or comunity?

Teachers
Parents

Adm ni strators
St udent s

School nur ses
University representatives
Physi ci ans

GQher health care providers
Depar t nent of Education
Departnent of Public Health
Rel i gi ous organi zations
Special groups

Local HIV/AIDS organizations
Mnority organizations
Qher (please specify)

gui del i nes/ framewor k? Pl ease

status within

Did the CAH report using a broad range of
individuals in the developnment/selection of its
H'V  curricul um gui delines/framework?

Yes
No

NA, no curriculum guidelines/franmework
I nformation m ssing/not available

Wat type of nechanism did the CAH report using
to develop/select its HV education curriculun®

Task force (specially appointed)
Commttee (ad hoc)

Speci al consul tants (university
Qhers (please specify)

pr of essors)

14

Enter 1
circled,

| f

| f

31.

there

there

(Yes) for those activities that are
0 (No) for those not circled.
isS no "Qther" enter 9.
is no "Other" enter 9.
In 1991-92, what specific



curriculum/gquidelines/framework/competencies for
HV education did the CAH recommend or nandate?

32. What specific curricul um gui del i nes/
framewor k/ conpetencies for HV education were
used within the jurisdiction of the CAH in
1991-927?

33. In 1991-92, did the CAH report that any of the
foll owi ng were ever i nt egr at ed into HIV
education? MARK ALL THAT APPLY

N Y¥es
1. Peer education program 0 1
2. Parent training and/ or participation 0 1
3. Presentations by People living with ADS 0 1
4.  Presentations by commnity organizations O 1
5. Qher (please specify) 0 1

34. In 1991-92, did the CAH report that any of the
following were routinely integrated into HV
education? MARK ALL THAT APPLY

M s

1. Peer education program 0 1
~2. Parent training and/or participation 0 1

3. Presentations by People living with ADS O 1

4.  Presentations by comunity organizations O 1

5. Qher (please specify) 0 1
Enter 1 (Yes) if a recomrendation is described, 0 (No)

if none is described.

15

Enter as

| f

| f

there

there

circl ed.
IS no "Other"
is no "Other"

ent er

ent er

9.

9.



35.

36.

37.

38.

oo PO

oo o —

[NS)

In 1991-92, did the CAH report conducting any
type of pretest/pil ot test prior to
i npl ementing or dissemnating the recomended
or mandated curricul un®

Yes
No [SKIP TO @71
NA  no curriculum [SKIP TO Q39]

In  1991-92, did the CAH report revising the
recoomended or nmandated curriculum based on the
pilot or pretest?

Yes
No _
NA, no curricul um

In 1991-92, did the CAH report revising the
recomrended or mandat ed curricul um
guidelines/framework within the past 2 years?

Yes
No
NA, no curriculum guidelines/franmework

In 1991-92jd the CAH report including the
following internal characteristics in its
recoomended or required HYV curriculun? PLEASE
NOTE THE DEGREE TO WHCH THE CAH STRESSED THE
| \PORTANCE CGF EACH CHARACTER STIC

Practice and skills building 0: 1 2
Functional know edge 0 1 2

R nerability HV-related attitudes perceptions 0 I Il

16

Enter O,

1

or

2,

as circled.



39. How many students in the CAH's jurisdiction
were reported to have received HV education in
1991-927

GRADE CLUSTER If all the grade, cluster information is
m ssing enter 9 in the M ssing indicator

K el ementary school box.
1 m ddl e/ junior high
% senior  high

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12



TEACHER/ STAFF  DEVELOPMENT

40.

41.

| f
in

42.

[

o o1&~

Practice and skills building 0
.. Attitudes toward PWAs 0

Confort with sensitive topics O
Factual know edge about HV 0
Know edge about HV policy 0

In 1991-92, did the CAH report that it provided
teacher/staff training?

Yes
No [SKIP TO QUESTION 50]

In 1991-92, did the CAH report t hat
teacher/staff training was typically preceded
by a needs assessnent?

Yes
No

Yes; what types of activities did the CAH include

needs assessment ?

Focus  groups

Interviews with participants

Interviews with key informants (PTA nmenbers,
school admni strators, parents, students)

KAB  surveys

Data collection on practices and policies

Ot her (please  specify)

Did the CAH report including any of the
following internal characteristics in its staff
devel opment progran? PLEASE NOTE THE DEGREE TO
W THE CAH STRESSED THE | MPORTANCE OF EACH
CHARACTERI STI C.

[ SN S T
PO PO PO PO O

18

Enter

circled,

If there

Ent er

1

0,

(Yes)
" (No)

0

is no

1

or

for

those activities that

for those not

"Othexr" enter

2,

as circled.

9.

circl ed.

are



43.

44.

45.

46.

=

For the year 1991-92, did the CAH report that
teacher/staff training was pretested/pilot
tested prior to inplenentation?
Yes
No
For the year 1991-92, did the CAH report that
teacher/staff training had Dbeen revised wthin
the last 2 years?
Yes
No

average, how nmany hours of

Eurin% 1991-92, on
er

t eac /staff training were provided to the
follow ng groups?

1. Teachers

2. Adm ni strators

3. Nur ses

4. G her school staff

Briefly descri be the format in  which
teacher/staff training was delivered. [ ncl ude
the length of the workshop and other topics

presented in conjunction wth HV education.

19

Enter 3 digit indication of hours.

no hours of
to a group.

Zero should only be used if
training was provided

[f information is mssing enter 999

Enter 1 (Yes) if

_ a descrkftlon is present,
0 (No) if none

IS provide
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50. In 1991-92, did the CAH report providing
training to other school staff?

1. Yes
2. No
o Note: Skip occurs automatically
If Yes, please indicate the total nunber of other
school  staff trained:

51. In 1991-92, within the CAH's jurisdiction, how
many teachers taught HYV education (by grade or
by cluster)
GRADE CLUSTER
. If all the'grade, cluster information is
l1< elementary school m ssing enter 9 in the M ssing indicator
box.
2 m ddl e/ junior high
3
4 senior  high
5
6
I Total #t eachers who taught HV:
8
9
10
11
12
YA Approxi mately what percent of teachers trained
taught HV education in 1991-927? %

IF  INFORVATION |S UNAVAILABLE, PLEASE | NDICATE TH'S
W TH )&

21



COVPREHENSI VE SCHOOL HEALTH | NFRASTRUCTURE

53.

54.

O Yoo Ol BLwWwroO —

NOTE:

Wthin the CAH's jurisdiction, during 1991-92
wer e any of the fol | ow ng areas of
conpr ehensi ve  school health  education included
as part of the same organizational wunit as HYV
within the caH'S Departnent of FEducation?

Injury prevention

Viol ence prevention

Tobacco use prevention

Al cohol and other drug wuse prevention
Pregnancy prevention

Gher SID prevention

Nutrition and dietary behavior
Physical activity

Mental and enotional  health

SEE GHART FROM DASH

For year 1991-92, describe how conprehensive
school health education fits into the CAH's
Departnment of Education and, if possible,
include the follow ng: A description of the
| ar ger uni t t hat i ncl udes CSHE and a
description of other wunits that are parallel
USE caH CORGANZATIONAL CHART, |F PROVIDED

22

Enter 1 (Yes) for those areas that are
circled, 0 (No) for those not circled.
Enter 1 (Yes) if a description is provided
0 (No) if none is provided



PROGRAM  EVALUATI ON

55. Vs an evaluation report included in the files
for 1991-927
1.  Yes
2. No
56. Did the CAH report including the follow ng
internal characteristics in its evaluation?

PLEASE NOTE THE DEGREE TO WHICH THE CAH
STRESSED THE |IMPCRTANCE OF EACH | TEM

O=Not. Included 1= Substantial efforts nmde to
i ncor porate 2= Included but not stressed
1. Multiple nethods 0 1 2 Enter 0, 1 or 2, as circled.
2. Conplete and  conprehensive
eval uation plan 0 1 2
3. Useful evaluation 0 1 2
57. For the year 1991-92, did the CAH report
conducting an evaluation of its HV education
policy?
1.  Yes
2. No
8. NA no policy

IF.YES, did the CAH report whether the evaluation of
its HI'V education policy included any of the
fol |l owi ng?

23



58.

Assessnent of whet her | ocal / district N Y

policy corresponds to state policy 0 1

Assessnent of whether HV education is

being inplemented according to policy 0 1

. Assessnent of how well known policy 1iIs

anong community  menbers 0 1

The policy makin process 0 1

The content of the policy 0 1

The extent to which the policy has been

di ssem nat ed 0 1

The extent to which training regarding

the policy has been ﬁrovided or received 0 1

The extent to which the policy is being

utilized 0 1
For the year 1991-92, did the CAH report
conducting an evaluation of its H V/ A DS
curricul un®

1. Yes

2. No

8 NA, no curriculum

IF YES, did the CAH report whether the evaluation

of its HWADS curriculum included any the of the

fol |l owi ng?

Assessnent  of whether HYV curricul um

corresponds wth policy standards

and/or actual policy 0 1

Assessnent  of  whether HYV curriculum , _

is being inplemented consistently - 0 1

Assessment in the delivery of ‘

the HV curriculum 0 1

The curriculum devel opnent process 0 1

The extent to which the curriculum

is consistent wth relevant policies 0 1

The content of the curriculum 0 1

The extent to which the curriculum 0 1

24

Not e:

Skip occurs

automatically



h.

59.

The extent to which the curriculum
is inplemented as intended 0 1
The extent to which the curricul um
has the desired inpact on students 0 1
For the year 1991-92, did the CAH report
conducting an eval uation on its staff
devel opnent  conponent ?
1. Yes
2. No
8. NA no staff devel opnent
IF YES, did the CAH report whether the evaluation
of its staff conponent devel opnent included an
assessment of any the of the follow ng? \ y
a. (Qonsistency wth policy and curriculum 0 1
b. Inplenented according to design 0 1
c. Measurement of participant
satisfaction 0 1
d.  Measurenent of Know edge, Attitudes
Skill increase (in proportion training) 0 1
e. The process of developing the staff
devel opnent effort 0 1
f. Atitudes toward people wth HWADS 0 1
g. Instructional confidence 0 1
h. Knowedge of HWADS 0 1
i. The content of the staff devel opment .
effort 0 1
j. Participant satisfaction 0 1
k. Participant sills 0 1
1. Confort wth sensitive topics 0 1
m. QGher (please specify) 0 1

25

Not e:

| f

there

Skip occurs

is no

"Other"

ent er

automatically

9.



60.

61.

62.

For the year 1991-92, did the caH report
conducting an evaluation on student outcones?
1. Yes
2. No
3 NA,  no student outcones
If Yes, did the CAH report conducting an assessment
of whether student KAP or KAB results were used to
refine curriculum or staff devel oprent?
1. Yes
2.  No
8. NA no KAP/KAB/no curriculumno staff
devel opnent
For the year 1991-92, did the CAB report
conducting an evaluation of its collaboration
activities?
1. Yes
2. NO . . . .
8. NA no collaboration activities
Dd the CAH report wusing any of the follow ng
qualitative nmethods of data collection in its

evaluation? PLEASE OGEXK THE APPRCPRATE BX

26

Note: Skip

occurs

automatical ly
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If Yes, please describe the TA requested/received. Note: Skip occurs automatically

65. Did the CAH report any use of c¢pc's Handbook

for Evaluatins HV Education? (Does not apply
In years 1987-91).

1. Yes
2. No
8. NA

If Yes, What exanples did the CAH report on how the Enter 1 (Yes) if a exanples are described,
Handbook was used? O (No) if none is described.
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SURVEI LLANCE

66.

67.

68.

69.

P o W PO —

o

1.
2.

Wiich of the followng surveys did the cag Note: Skip occurs automatically

report conducting in 1991-92?

YRBS

H'V Survey

School Building Survey

NA, no survey conducted [SKIP TO QUESTION 71}

Was 1991-92 survey data weightable?

N Y
YRBS 0 1
H'V Survey: 0 1
School Building Survey: 0O 1

| f the CAB conducted the H V/ YRBS Survey in Enter 888 fbr

1991-92, what response rates were reported for circled
school s and students?

school s
St udent s

NA, No survey conducted

Were any questions or sets of questions omtted
by the CAB fromthe 1991-92 H V/ YRBS Survey
adm ni stration?

Yes
No

“Tf Yes, 1n what areas?

—® 000w

I njury

Sex

Dr ugs

Tobacco

Nutrition

Physical activity

29

school s and students

| f

8

IS



70.

COLLABCRATION  WTH
71,

12.

73.

Pl ease describe any ways that the H V/ YRBS
Survey data were wused to enhance HV education
and/or other health related areas in 1991-92.

~N o Ol B~ N

OTHER  AGENC ES

Did the can report collaborating with other
agenci es 1h agvercopi ng/ delivering HI V
prevention and education activities in 1991-92?

Yes
No [SKIP TO @74]

Wth which of the foll ow ng agencies did the

CAH collaborate in 1991-92?
Department of Health
Department  of Educat i on

Parent, Teacher, or Student Associations
Organi zations representing Mnority G oups
Reli gious Organizations

Medi cal Societies

GQher (please specify)

How did this collaboration occur in 1991-927
Methods of  collaboration included...

1. Requesting and distributing naterials

2. Phone consultation

3. Inviting speakers

30

USE caH2.8Ys FCOR DATA ENTRY FCR PART 2

Enter 1 (Yes) if a recomendation is
described, 0 (No) if none is described.
Note: Skip occurs automatically

If there is no "Qther" enter 9.



14,

75,

oo Yoo~ wWwro R

4. Conducting training

5. Developing a Task force

6. Devel opi ng a Special committee

. Qher Flease specify)

9. Information mssing/not available

On the average, how often did representatives
from these agencies meet With CAH HV staff?

1. Annual | ?/

2 arterly

3. nthly

4, ekl y

5. QOther- (please specify)

9 Information mssing/not available

Durin 1991-92, di d t he CAH report

way wi th any national

col l aborating in
gln H 'V prevention?

organi zations involve

Yes

No [SKIP TO Q77]

Wth which of the follow ng agencies did the
CAH report collaborating in 1991-927?

Assoc. for the Advancenent of Health Educ.
Anerican College Health Association

Anerican Association of School Admnistrators
Anerican Federation of Teachers

National School Boards Association

Nati onal Rural and small School s Consortium
Council of Chief State School o0Officers
National School Health Education Consortium
Nat|. Assoc. for Equal Qop. in H gher Ed
National Organization of Black Co. Oficials
Center for Population Studies

Education, Training, and Research Associates
National Parent Teacher Association

National Network for Youth and Runaway Services

31

I[f there is no "Other" enter 9.

If there is no "other" enter 9.

Note: Skip occurs automatically
Enter 1 (Yes) for those agencies that
circled, 0 (No) for those not circled.

are



76.

..

National Center for Health Education
Natl Coalition of H spanic HHS O ganizations
National Coalition of Advocates for Students
National Comm ssion on Correctional Health
American Medical Association
National Education Association

. Oher (please specify)
How did collaboration occur in 1991-923

Met hods of col I aboration included...
Requesting and distributing materials
Phone consultation

Inviting speakers

Conducting training

QG her (please specify)

Information mssing/not availTable

oo~

Specific issues of collaboration included....
Pol i cy devel oprent

Policy inplenentation

Qurriculum devel oprment

Curriculum inplenentation

Teacher/ Staff training

Program eval uation
Student out comes
Q her (please specify)

1
2
3
4
5.
6. Surveillance/data collection
7
8
9
9

9. Information m ssing/not available

g  1991-92, did the . CAH

in
| ?borating in any way wWith any other

Duri
col ' '
involved in HYV prevention prograns?

Yes
No [SKIP TO @79]

32

report
CAH's

I[f there is no "other" enter 9.

Enter 9 for

first entry if 99 is circled,
ot herw se enter

1 (Yes), or 0 (No).

If there is no "Qther" enter 9.

Enter 9 for first

_ entry if 99 is circled,
otherwi se enter 1

(Yes), or 0 (No).

If there is no "Other" enter 9.

Note: Skip occurs autonatically



78.

79.

80.

81.

© o1~ Mo

~NOo U1l B~

How did collaboration occur in 1991-92?
Met hods of col  aborati on i ncl uded. . .

Requesting and distributing materials
Phone consul tation

Inviting speakers

Conducting training

Gher (please specify)

I nformation mssing/not available

Was a list of the nmenbers of the Materials
Revi ew Committee included in the application
(reapplication) for 1991-92?

Yes
No [SKIP TO Q81]

What categories of nenbers were included in the
Materials Review GConmttee for 1991-927?

Representatives from  School Boar ds
Parent s

Teachers

St udents

School Adm nistrators

Representatives from Mnority  Qoups
Gher (please specify)

If any decisions were nmade that the CAH would
develop or purchase HV-related naterials, IS
there evidence that the Materials Review
Comm ttee approved of these decisions during
1991-927

Yes
No

33

Not e:

| f

there

Skip

isS no

Ooccurs

"Other"

ent er

automatical ly
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USE O MAJCR DATABASES

82.

83.

84.

85.

oo PO

[N)

In 1991-92, did the CAH report directly
contributing in any way to CDhC's Al DS School
Health Education Database this year?

Yes
No

In  1991-92, did the CAH report contributing
specific information about its own program to
CDC's ADS School Health Education Database?

Yes
No

Was the CAH enrolled in Conprehensive Health
Educati on Network (CHEN) in 1991-927

Yes
No
NA
Dd the CAH use the CHEN in 1991-92?
Yes

No
NA

34



SUPPCRT TO LOCAL SCHOOLS

86. In 1991-92, did the CAH report assisting
school s/districts to identify areas in which
they need help?
1. Yes
2. No [SKIP TO @88] Note: Skip occurs automatically
| F YES:

a. How did the CAH assist schools/districts to
determine the adequacy of their local HV
education efforts?

Techni cal assistance

Eval uation support

Survey and data collection assistance

Anal ysi s

Other - (please specify) If there is no "Other" enter 9.
NA,  no assistance provided

Information  mssing/ not available

O OO0 U1~ WO —

b. How did the CAH assist schools/districts to
incorporate HI'V education into conprehensive

school health  instruction?
Fi nanci al
Curriculum devel opnent
Speci al prograns/ present ati ons/ speakers

Teacher training

Cultural curriculum adaptation

Ot her (please specify) If there is no "Other" enter 9.
NA, no assistance provided

Information m ssing/not available

W OO Ul B~ RO

35
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09. VWre there

any success stories told about the
ef fecti veness of the CAH's HIV education
program in 1991-92, that might be shared with
others? Please descri be.

90. Wre there indications of progress nmade by the
CAH in 1991-92 that were not captured in this
instrument?  Please descri be.

38

Ent er

0 (No)

Ent er
0 (No)

1 (Yes)
none

i f

1 (Yes)

i f

none

I f

f a description
IS provided.

a description
is provided.

IS provided,

is provided,



APPENDIX D

COMPUTER-GENERATED
SITE REPORT SHELL



COMPUTER GENERATED SITE REPORT

INTRODUCTION

In 1987, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), Nationd Center for Chronic
Disease and Promotion, Divison of Adolescent and School Hedth (DASH) began funding State
Education Agencies (SEAs) and Loca Education Agencies (LEAS) to plan, develop, implement,
and evaduae HIV prevention education. Thisisareport of the progress and success of the
[CAH] Project. The main focus of the [CAH] project during this time has been [description of
programj.

This report is based on the documentation (applications, progress reports, evaluation reports, and
other relevant reports) [CAH] has submitted to the DASH over the project period. It contains
the following sections. policy development, curriculum development, teacher/staff development,
program evaluation, surveillance, collaboration with other agencies, support to loca schools, and

sgns of progress.

POLICY DEVELOPMENT

The[CAH] Project was initially funded in [fiist year]. Prior to funding, [CAH] [had/did not
have(6a)] [date/LEA] levd policies addressng HIV prevention education. By 1993, the end of
the first 5-year funding cycle, overall guidance in [CAH] was provided by [a combination of
[oneltwo] piece(s) of legidation (enacted bear]), an executive order, and a school board decision
(8). Overdl guidance addressed the following issues:

[1 HIV prevention education (6a/7a)is[ ] required[ ] recommended| ] perr'n'i tted.
[] Coverageof all students(10a)is[]required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted.
[1 The following groups are specificaly included (10a):

] Public elementary school sudents

] Public middi€junior high sudents

] Public high school students

] Students atending state-gpproved private schools

] Sudents attending unapproved private schools

] Out of school youth

] Speciad populations (incarcerated, handicapped, migrant, pregnant)
] Other






[1 If dl sudents are not covered, the following -groups are specificaly
omitted (10b).

K123456789101112

[1 A minimum amount of HIV prevention education (12) is [ ] required [ ] recommended [ ]
permitted. The minimum amount is:

[] Foreachgrade[]required []recommended [ ] permitted.

[ 11f not for each grade, for grades is [ ] required [ ]
recommended [ ] permitted.

[1 Atleastl0- 15 hoursis[ ]required[ ] recommended [ ] permitted.

[ 11f not, the minimum number of hoursis , which is [ ] required {]
recommended [ ] permitted.

[1 For gaffiteachers who teach HIV prevention education (13d)

Cl Certification is [ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted.

El Special training in sex education is|[ ] required [ ] recommended | ] permitted.
El Specid training in hedth education is [ ] required [ 1 recommended [ ] permitted.
[1 Other gpecial academic credentials are [ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted.
[1 The specific teachers/staff to teach HIV prevention education are Specified as

classroom teachers (for elementary school) and the school health educator
(middle/secondary school) (13b). Thisis [ 1required [ ] recommended [ ]
permitted.

[1 If other teacher(s) are specified:

E| Physical educators ([ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted)

[] School nurses ([ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted)

[1] Family living teachers ([ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted)

(1 Socid studies/socia concerns teachers ([ 1 required [ 1 recommended {]
permitted)

[1] Science/Biology teachers ([ ] required [ 1 recommended [ ] permitted)

[1] Other teachers ( )

[ 1required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted



[]

The presentation of HIV education within the context of CSHE (21) is[ ] required []
recommended [ ] permitted

Collaboration between the SEA/LEA and another government department a the same leve
of jurisdiction (14) is [ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted.

Collaboration between the SEA/LEA and locd agencies in conducting HIV education (15)
is{]required [ }recommended| ] permitted.

The following agencies participated in the development of [CAH] ‘s overall guidance that
addressed  HIV  prevention education (16):

(]

State (or local) Education Agency
State (or loca) Hedth Agency
] Parent, Teacher or Student Association
] Organizations representing Minority — groups
] Reigious organizations
] Medicd Societies
] Universties
[ 1HIV/AIDS Organizations
[ ] Other

[]
[]
[
[
[
[
[
[]

Assistance to didtricts and/or schools is (17/18) [ ] required [ | recommended [ ] permitted.

The following groups worked with the[CAH] in implementing the overall guidance on HIV
prevention  education  (25):

[]

[ 1 Loca school administators

[ 1 Digrict school adminigtrators
[ 1 Teachers

[ ] Parents

[ 1 Students

[ 1 Community leaders

[ 1 Nurses or physcians

[ ] Community organizations

In overdl guidance, policies addressng (22)

Staff training are[ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted.

Persons infected with HIV are{]required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted.
Special populations are[ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted.
Handling body fluids are[ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted.
Other [ Jrequired [ ] recommended [ ] permitted.
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CURRICULUM  DEVELOPMENT

When funded in [year] [CAH] [had/had not (31)] developed or selected HIV prevention
education curriculum/guidelines/framework for use in its jurisdiction. |n [yea] a
curriculum/guidelines/framework  was developed or selected. This curricutum/
guidelines/framework:

[] is[]requiredor [ jrecommended (11).
[1 [1required or[]recommmended specific[ ] guidelinesor [ ] competencies (11/3 1).
Provided the following elements needed by sudents to prevent HIV infection (38):

[ ] Functional knowledge: knowledge needed to avoid infection

[ 1 Attitudes toward HIV/AIDS and sensitive topics

[ ] Perception of persond vulnerability to HIV infection

[ ] Skills and practice building skills related to the prevention of HIV infection
[ ] Abstinence

[ ] The correct and consistent use of condoms

Was revised in [Year] to more thoroughly provide the following eements (38)

[ ] Functional knowledge: knowledge needed to avoid infection

[ JAttitudes toward HIV/AIDS and sensitive topics

[ ] Perception of persond vulnerability to HIV infection

[ 1 Skills and practice building skills related to the prevention of HIV infection
[ ] Abstinence

[ ] The correct and consstent use of condoms

Was developed using the following mechanisms (30):
[ 1 Task force

[ ] Committee

[ 1 Specid consultants

[ 1 Others



[] was developed or selected with input from a broad range of individuas (28/29). These
individuals  represented:

[ ] Teachers

[ 1Parents

[ ] Adminigtrators
[ ] Students

[ 1 School nurses
[ ] University representatives

[ ] Physicians

[ 1 Other hedth care providers

[ ] Sate (or local) Education Agency
[ ] Sate (or loca) Hedth Agency

[ ] Religious organizations

[ ] Specid interest groups

[ JHIV/AIDS organizations

[ ] Minority organizations

[ ] Other

[] was developed or selected through the process of a needs assessment (268). The activities
implemented to collect data for the needs assessment included:

[ 1 Focus groups

[ ] Interviews with participants

[ 1Interviews with key informants

[ 1 Knowledge, attitude and behavior (KAB) surveys
[ ] Data collection related to practices and policies
[ ] Other

[ ] was implemented or disseminated after conducting a pretest/pilot test (35)“,'«
[ 1wasrevised after conducting pretest/posttest (36).
[ Jwasrevised within 2-year intervals (37).
Ancillary Program Efforts
Included the following as a part of HIV education (33):

[ ] Peer education program

[ 1 Paent traning and/or participation
[ ] Presentations by People Living with AIDS
[ ] Presentations by commuinity organizations
[]
[

Theater presentations
] Others



Included the following as a mgor component of the overal HIV education effort (34):

[ ] Peer education program

[ ] Parent training and/or participation

[ ] Presentations by People Living with AIDS
[ 1 Presentations by commuinity organizations
[ 1 Theater presentations

[ 1Others

TEACHER AND STAFF TRAINING

The [CAH] [provided/did not provide (40)] training to teacher/staff. The teacher/staff
development  program:

Trained the following numbers of teachers during the funded years (47):

1 1987-1988; baseline of [ ] teachers (2); [ ] % trained
1 1988-1989; baseline of [ }teachers (2); [ 1 % traned
] 1989-1990; baseline of [ ] teachers (2); [ }% trained
] 1990-1991; baseline of [ ]teachers (2); [ ]% trained
] 1991-1992; baseline of [ ] teachers (2); [ 1% trained

o p— —y ——y —

Traned the following numbers of administrators during the funded years (48):

[ ] 1987-1988
[ ] 1988-1989
[ ]1989-1990
[ ] 1990-1991
[ ] 1991-1992

Trained the following numbers of school nurses during the funded years (49):

[ ] 1987-1988
[ ] 19881989
[ ] 1989-1990
[ ] 19901901
[ ] 1991-1992



Trained the following numbers of other school staff during the funded years (50):

{ ] 1987-1988
[ ] 1988-1989
[ ] 1989-1990
[ ] 1990-1991
[ ] 1991-1992

The maority of training for teachers was provided in the following duration (45):

[ 13 day training
[ 12 day training
[]1 day training
[ 11/2 day training or less

Delivered teacher/staff training in the following format (46):

Provided training in the following areas that endble teachers to pass information and kills to
sudents. (42

[ ] Knowledge about HIV policy

[ 1 Functionad knowledge knowledge needed to avoid infection

[ ] Comfort with sengtive topics

[ ] Attitudes towards People Living with AIDS

[ ] Perception of vulnerability to HIV infection

[ ] Skills and practice building students skills related to the prevention of HIV infection

Was revised to more thoroughly address the following aress in teacher/taff training: (42)

[ ] Knowledge about HIV policy

[ ] Functiond knowledge knowledge needed to avoid infection

[ ] Comfort with senstive topics

[ 1 Attitudes towards People Living with AIDS

[ ] Perception of wvulnerability to HIV infection

[ ] Sills and practice building students skills relaied to the prevention of HIV infection
[ ] was preceded by a needs assessment (41).
[ ] implemented after conduct of a pretest/pilot test (43).

[ 1revised within 2-year intervals (44).



PROGRAM EVALUATION

During the funding period, the [CAH] Project conducted evaluations of its program.

evauations included the following progran components.

[ ] Policy (51)

[ ] Curriculum (58)

[]1 Teache/Staff Development (59)
[ ] Student Outcomes (60)

[ ] Pilot Programs

When evauaing policy, focused on (57d-f):

[ 1 The policymaking process

[1 The content of the policy

[1 The extent to which the policy has been disseminated

[] The extent to which training regarding the policy has been provided or receved
[] The extent to which the policy is being utilized

When evaluating curriculum, focused on (58d-i):

The curriculum development process

The extent to which the curriculum is consstent with relevant policies
The content of the curriculum

The extent to which the curriculum is implemented

The extent to which the curriculum is implemented as intended

The extent to which the curriculum has the desred impact on the students

e oy oy [y ey P
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When evauating otaff development efforts, focused on (59d-j):

The process of developing the dtaff development effort
Attitudes toward people with HIV/AIDS

Ingtructiona  confidence

Comfort with sengtive topics

Knowledge of HIV/AIDS

The content of the dtaff development effort

Participant  satisfaction

Participant ~ Kills

e Rnnne Lo B e W W W W |
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Included the following: (56)

[ 1 Multiple methods
[] Complete and comprehensve evauaion plan
[ ] Usefulness of evaluation

The



Was revised to more thoroughly address the following: (56)

[ ] Multiple methods
[1 Complete and comprehensve evauaion plan
[ ] Usefulness of evaluation

Used evduation to improve any of the following aress (63):

[ 1 HIV education policy
[ 1 Curriculum
[ ] Teacher/Staff Development
[ 1 Surveillance
[] Collaboration with other agencies
[ ] Evaluation

[The CAH] [reports/does not report] (65) using the CDC Handbook for Evauating HIV
Education as an important resource in its evauation efforts.

SURVEILLANCE

[The CAH] conducted the following surveys with CDC assistance:
[ THIV survey in years [years| (66)

[1 weightable [years] [ 1 not weightable[years] (67)
[1 response rates for schools (68)
[ ] Spring 1988
[ ] Spring 1989
[ 1 response rates for students (68)
[ ] Spring 1988
[ ] Spring 1989
[ 1 omitted questions (69)
[ ] Spring 1988
[ ] Spring 1989

[the CAH] [ ] reports[ ] did not report using the HIV survey to support HIV prevention
education efforts (70).



[ ]YRBS in years [years] (66)

[] weightable [years] [ ] not weightable [years| (67)
[ 1response rates for schools (68)
[ 1spring 1990
[ ] spring 1991
[ 1 spring 1992
[ ] spring 1993
[ ] response rates for students (68)
[ ] spring 1990
[ ] spring 1991
[ ] spring 1992
[ ] spring 1993
[ ] omitted questions (69)
[ ] spring 1990
[ ] sporing 1991
[ ] Spring 1992
[ ] spring 1993

[the CAH] [ ] reports [ ] did not report using the YRBS to support HIV prevention
education efforts (70).

[ 1 School Building Survey in years [years (66)
[] weghtable [years) [ ] not weightable [years] (67)
[ ] response rates for schools (68)
[ ] Spring 1988
[ 1 Spring 1989
[ ] spring 1990
[ ] spring 1991
[ ] spring 1992
[ ] spring 1993
[] response rates for students (68)
[ ] Spring 1988
[ ] Spring 1989
{ ] spring 1990
[ ] spring 1991
[ ] spring 1992
[ ] spring 1993
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[ ] omitted questions (69)
] Spring 1988
] Spring 1989
] spring 1990
] spring 1991
] spring 1992
1 spring 1993
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[the CAH] [ ] reports[ ] did not report using the School Building Survey to support HIV
prevention education efforts (70).

COLLABORATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES

In developing and delivering HIV prevention and education ectivities, [the CAH] worked closdly
with other agencies during the funded period. This collaboration included the following agencies
(72):

] State (or loca) Education Agency

] Sate (or locd) Hedth Agency

] Paent, Teacher, and Student Associaions
] Organizations representing  Minority  Groups
] Religious orgauziations

] Medical Societies

It involved the following activities (73):

[1 Requeting and didributing  materials

[ 1 Phone consultation

[ ] Inviting speakers

[ 1 Conducting training

[] Developing a task force

[1 Deveoping a specid committee

[ 1 Other :
[the CAH] [collaborated/did not collaborate] (73) with nationd organizations during the funded
period. This collaboration included the following nationd organizations (75):

Asocigion for the Advancement of Hedth Education
American College Hedth Associaion

American Asociation of School Administrators
American Federd of Teachers

American  School Hedth Association

Nationd School Boards Associdion

B —
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[1 Nationd Rurd and Smdl Schools Consortium

[1 Council of Chief State School Officers

[1 Nationd Asxocigion for Equad Opportunity in Higher Education

[1 Naiond Organization of Black County Officids

[1 Center for Population Options

[ 1 Education, Training, and Research Associates

[] Nationd Parent Teacher Association

[1 Nationd Network for Youth and Runaway Services

[1 Nationd Center for Hedth Education

[]1 Nationd Codition of Hispanic Hedth and Human Services Organizations
[1 Nationd Codition of Advocates for Students
[] Nationd Commisson on Correctiond Hedth
[ ] American Medical Association
[ ] National Education Asssociation
[

Used the following methods of collaboration (76a):

[1 Requesting and didtributing materids
[ 1 Phone consultation

[ ] Inviting speskers

[ ] Conducting training

[] Developing a task force

[1 Deveoping a specid committee

[ ] Other

Involved the following issues (76b):

Policy  development
Policy  implementation
Curriculum  development
Curriculum implementation
Teacher/Staff  training
Survellance/data collection
Program  evauation
Student  outcomes

Other

[ Nane s o W Ko Rans Ean W eee e
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[the CAH] [collaborated/did not collaborate] (77) with other SEAs and LEAs during the funded
period. This collaboration used the following methods of collaboration (78):

[1 Requesting and digributing materids
[ 1 Phone consultation

[ 1 Inviting speakers

[ ] Conducting training

[] Deveoping a task force

[1 Deveoping a specid committee

[ 1 Other

SUPPORT TO LOCAL SCHOOLS

[the CAH] assisted (86) local schools/districts during the funded period. This assistance
included the following efforts in evauaion (864):

[ ] Technical assistance

[ ] Evaluation support

[] Survey and data collection assistance
[ ] Analysis

[ 1 Other

It included the following types of assistance in comprehensive school hedth education (86b):

[ 1 Financid

[ ] Curriculum development

[ 1 Specid programg/presentations/speakers
[ ] Teacher training

[ ] Cultural curriculum adaptation

[ 1 Other

It included the following types of assistance in policy development and implementation (86c):

[
[ ] Guidelines

[ ] Advisory committees

[1 Standards for HIV education
[ 1 Other

] Local policies
]

13



It included the assistance in working with youth in high risk Stuaions (87a):

[1 VYouth in dtenaive schools

[ 1 Minority youth

[1 Youth with specid education needs
[] Out of school youth

[ ] Incarcerated youth

[ ] Homeless/runaway youth

[1 Gay and Lesbian youth

[ ] Migrant youth

[]

Youth in foster care
COMPREHENSIVE SCHOOL HEALTH EDUCATION

[ 1] A Comprehensive School Health Education curriculum (19) is [ ] required [ ]
recommended [ ] permitted.

[1 The presentation of HIV education within the context of CSHE (21) is[ ]required []
recommended [ ] permitted

[1 The CSHE curriculum includes the following (20):

Injury prevention [ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted

Violence prevention [ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted

Suicide prevention [ ] required { ] recommended [ 1 permitted

Tobacco use prevention [ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted

Alcohol and other drug use prevention [ ] required [  recommended [ ] permitted
Pregnancy prevention [ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted

HIV prevention [ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted .

Other sexually transmltted disease prevention [ ] required [ ] recommended [ ]
permitted

Nutrition and dietary behavior [ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted
Physical activity [ ]required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted

Others|[ ] required [ ] recommended [ ] permitted
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SIGNS OF PROGRESS
Ovedl, [the CAH] made progress in the following aress:

Policy development

Policy implementation
Curriculum development
Curriculum implementation
Teacher/Staff  training
Survellance/data collection
Program evaluation
Student  outcomes

Other

r——ﬂf_\r—-\l——\P"«Hr—-\Or—-\
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Some specific examples of progress made in these areas by [the CAH] are (90):

OPEN-ENDED
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APPENDIX E

PROJECT REPORT DISSEMINATION
MONITORING CHARTS



Project Report Dissemination Monitoring Chart
CDC HIV Prevention Programs in SEAs/LEAs
September 23, 1994

SEA/LEA

Mail out
CcDC
intro
|etter

Mall Out
Project
Report
to Sites

Send
Copy
to CDC

Verify
Receipt
of
Package

Feed-
back
from
Sites

Comments

Name

State

Education Agencies

(SEAS)

Alabama: 01

3/17/94

4/21/94

6/15/94

5/11/94

5/12/94

5/11 PD had no guestions.
5/12 Received report
w/revisions. 8/94 called & got
years.

Helena

Alaska: 02

3/17/94

6/20/94

7/14/94 N

7/5/94

7/5 Recleved report
w/changes. 7/27 called and
got years.

Lisa

Arizona: 03

3/10/94

4/4/94

4/8/94

4/20/94

4/20 Called H and H provided
assistance on what to do with
the report and instrument. H
gave a one week extension.
4/28 received report &
instruments 8/18 got years.

Helena

Arkansas: 04

2/28/94

3/15/94

3/26/94
to Pete
Hunt;

5/11/94 |
left
message

5/12 PD returned call and said
did not have package. It was
sent to Elaine Edge who no
longer works there. Dana Basil
may have it. If not send a new
package. 5/16 H called PD
who said no changes needed
to be made.

Lynn




Callifornia: 05

2/7/94

2/17/94

2/18/94
to John
Moore

N/A

2/22/94

2/22 G rec'd message from
Gail Maurer. Next 2 wks very
busy. Sent docs to res & eval
div. and will need more time to
review docs. G called and
gave her 1 extra week (3/15).
3/7 D received mess from eval
consult'g firm asking her to
call re program. 3/8 D spoke
w/consultant. They requested
more time to complete the
instruments and we gave them
an additional 10 days (3/18).
3/15 Received mess from
Susan Dorr, the eval
consultant. 4/5 received report
w/documentation. H called
S.G. and said we needed
instruments.

Diane

Colorado: 06

3/17/94

5/31/94

6/15/94

7/6/94

7/6 Mary Banderwall is the
new PD and should have
report. (303) 866-6766. Will be
back on July 18.7/20 left
message. 7/25 talked to new
PD and she will look for it.
7/29 PD found report but
nothing was changed. She will
be out of town next
week.Since she is new it may
take her a while to do it,
maybe a staff assistant can do
it. 7/29 H left message for her
to call Gail about an extension.
7/29 G received call from MB
and MB will be reviewing and
returning by 8/10. Sees
process as a learning one
flher. 8/15 Received mess.
fIMB. Lots of errors & thinks
they'll need 2 more weeks min.

Muphen




Connecticut: 07

1/26/94

3/1/94

3/1/94

3/18/94

3/29/94

3/29 PD called G. G told her
we need documentation. 3/30
G spoke to PD and helped PD
understand the process. 4/7 G
received letter form PD. G
called PD and left message @
documentation. 4/8 Sent
another set of instruments and
report to PD. 8/2 G called
Jane B. & left mess. She'll be
leaving town til 8/18.

Explained in mess that this is
the last chance.

Helena

Delaware: 08

2/25/94

4/25/94

6/14/94

7/6/94
left
message
7/15 left
message

Muphen
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Georgia: 11

3/8/94

3/24/94

3/31/94
to Pete
Hunt

NA

4/8/94

3/15 Received call from Joy

who is secy to PD & evaluator.

Requested numbers in report
for teacher/staff training.
Referred her to Jodi. 4/8
Received the instruments and
report with changes.

Jodi

Hawaii: 12

3/1/94

4/21/94

6/15/94

5/4

5/4 Called and said needed
more time. (after the 13th,
writing a grant application)
7/27 Ann Horiuchf called &
said J.Schroeder retired. 7/27
H called and Ann said she
uvouid look at report and leave
Me a message on thursday, if
not call her friday. | gave her
due date. 7/29 H called Ann
and went over her guestions
on the report. Ann sending
report next week.

Lisa

Idaho: 13

3/17/94

5/3/94

7/14/94

7/6/94
left
message

7/8 PD wasn/t in position for
first 4 years, so no changes.

Lisa

iiiinois; 14

3/10/94

3/15/94

7/14/94

N/A

3/21/94

3/21 Received report
w/corrections. 3/23 H left
message w/PD. 3/29 PD left
message w/H. 3/29 H called
PD and said we needed
documentation and
instruments. Gave them two
weeks to complete. 7/25 H
called PD and got years and
requested documentation.

Helena




Indiana: 15

2/28/94

3/1/94

3/1/94

N/A

3/15 G received call from
Maura w/Program. Asked for
extension until end of month to
complete. Gave her ext. 8/3
Called Brad Gumpert, HIV PD
contact, & left mess. 8/4
Gumpert left mess. & returned
his call. 8/5 Gumpert left
mess. & G returned call & left
him a message. 8/9 Received
mess. f/BG & called BG. He
never saw report since 2 other
staff left program and he took
over. Would like to review.
Called back later & said he
found report & second fedex
was unnecessary. 8/1 5
Received mess. {/BG on gx.
Left mess. for him. 8/17
received mess. 8/18 left mess.
8/31 Received report, doc. &
instruments w/changes.

Helena

lowa: 16

2/7/94

2/24/94

2/28/94

N/A

3/14/94

3/14 Received report with
corrections. Made call to PD
to ask for instruments, left
message. 8/94 called and got
years.

Helena




Kansas: 17 2/28/94 |3/11/94 |6/15/94 | 5/11/94 7/6 Wants to make changes- Helena
resent left but doesn't have time. Doesn't
8/2/94 message understand why Macro was
7/6/94 hired to do this since we don't
called know the programs etc.
again Report is Innacurate. They
submitted a 5yr report that has
Info. (we have It). H said she
would discuss it w/G and call
them back. 7/29 G spoke
w/PD and she will try to
complete review by 8/5.
Griped about assignment but
wants to give us feedback and
feels it is important.
Kentucky: 18 2/25/94 | 3/15/94 | 8/2/94 NA 3/30/94 | 3/30 Received report and Jodi
Instruments with corrections.
Louisiana: 19 2/23/94 | 3/8/94 3/9/94 7/13 left 7/22 called PD, she'’s on Lynn
message vacation till August 1.
won't be
in il
next
week
Maine: 20 2/22/94 |3/10/94 | 6/15/94 | N/A 3/16/94 | 3/16 Received report with Diane .
corrections and documentation
on school survey. 7/25 called
PD and got years.
Maryland: 21 3/17/94 | 4/6/94 6/15/94 N A 4/29/94 | 4/29 H received message from | Helena
resent Deb S. saying they had
8/2/94 misplaced the report and

would send it soon. 5/10 H
talked to PD and explained
process. 5/25 Received letter
w/documentation.




Massachusetts: 22

3/17/94

6/21/94

7/15/94

7/6/94

7/6 Recieved report and
instruments. 7/25 left message
7/26 Kevin C. returned H call
@ report. 7/27 H left message.

‘Lisa

Michigan: 23

3/17/94

6/17/94

7/15/94

7/6/94
left
message

7/12/94

7/7 PD called and said they
sent the report and
instruments. 7/1 2 Received
UPS package: report
w/changes and instruments,
no changes. 7/25 left
message. 8/3 G left mess.
f/Pat Nichols. 8/4 PN
returned call and got years.

Gail

Minnesota: 24

3/1/94

5/16/94

7/14/94

7/13 left
message

7/25 mailbox full/no answer.
8/3 Called MK Haas & left
detailed mess. 8/4 Received
call from Haas who returned
from leave on 7/1. She
thought she needed to supply
teacher #'s & they haven't
collected data that way. Told
her estimates would be ok.
Likes the report format. Would
like to do this for CDC by disk
every year. Sending report
today.

Muphen

Misslssippi: 25

3/17/94

6/9/94

7/15/94

7/7/94

7/7 PD said they are working
on it and H explained what
they needed to send us. 7/25
H left message about due
date. 8/1 Received mess.
f/I.D. Thompson. G returned
his call and left mess.

Lisa




Missouri: 26

3/17/94

5/4/94

7/15/94

7/8/94
left
message

7/12 PD called, will be in
again on July 20 and 25. 7/15
PD called & said he gave the
report to 2 other colleagues.
He will find out what happened
to it & call H. 8/6 G called &
PD on vacation for 2 more
weeks. Left mess. that it was
too late f/feedback on report.
8/15 Heard from PD and he
doesn’t know what status is,
but he'll find out and get it to
us. 8/18 received report
w/revisions.

Lisa

Montana: 27

3/17/94

6/13/94

7/15/94

7/8

8/1

7/8 On vacation till July 18.
7/22 PD Is working on It now
and H explained process. 8/1
Received report and
documentation.

Lisa

Nebraska: 28

2/22/94

3/10/94

6/15/94

7/13

7/29

Spoke to Lisa Dye (402)471-
4334, said they didn't get the
report. H sent another copy on
7/13. 7/29 received report
w/changes. 8/1 Received
hard copy of report. 8/24
called & got years.

Diane

Nevada: 29

1/25/94

6/20/94

7/15/94

7/8

7/25 left
message
w/secret

ary

will be back on 7/14. Will be In
Next tues. & thurs.

Lisa

New Hampshire: 30

3/17/94

5/31/94

6/15/94

7/27

left
message
,on

vacation
till 8/3

7/29
received
fax'd
report

PD called Muphen & will be
sending the info. 8/94 called &
got years.

Muphen




New Jersey: 31

3/8/94

5/16/94

6/15/94

7/8

PD said they were looking at it
and H explained what needed
to be sent.

Muphen

New Mexico: 32

1/26/94

4/26/94

7/28/94

NA

New York: 33

2/28/94

4/4/94

4/8/94

7/25 out

5/16/94

5/16 Received report,
instruments & documentation.
8/23 left mess. 9/6 called and
got years.

Lisa

4/25 P.D. called lynn, said
package was lost and just
found it. Had questions and
lynn gave her a two week
extension. 7/29 left message
w/Jacquee Albers (she wil
give it to Naomi) to call Gail &
also gave her due date.

Lynn

North Carolina: 34

3/1/94

4/25/94

6/15/94

7/13 left
message

Will be’back 8/1.

Muphen

North Dakota: 35

3/17/94

5/10/94

7/13 left
message
7/25 left
message

8/8/94

7/26 Linda Johnson returned
call. 7/27 H left message with
due date. 7/28 PD left
message 7/29 H left message
for her to call Gail. 8/2 G
called Linda Johnson who is
out til 8/3, Left mess. 8/3
Received mess from LJ who
had questions & held off on
doing report. Project Officer
said that was okay. G
explained rpocess to her and
she will complete by end of
week. 8/4 Received call from
LJ about definition of years.
8/8 Received report w/doc.

Helena

Ohio: 36

2/4/94
ghs

2/25/94

2 /28/94
to Steve

4/7/94

4/7 PD said maybe she would
look at the report. She knows
that if she doesn't then it is
accepted as true.

Lynn




Oklahoma: 37

3/17/94

6/13/94

7/28/94 N

7/7/94

7/7 Received report
w/changes. 7/22 called and
got years.

Lisa

Oregon: 38

3/17/94

6/20/94

7/28/94

7/13

8/15/94

7/13 PD is out till 7/25.7/25
left message. 8/1 Received
call f/LeClure. Staff viewed all
docs & he’s returning them
overnight. He's leaving. New
PD Judy Miller, Asst. Sup’tin
the Office of Student Services.
503-378-56585. Future corr,
8/15 Received report
w/changes.

Lisa

Pennsylvania: 39

3/17/94

6/10/94

7/28/94

7/8
7/29 left
message

8/8/94

7/8 PD said she wants written
credit (edited by Dr. Marianne
Sutter). 7/27 G called and left
message. 8/1 Received return
call and Dr. Sutter will do
review on Thurs a.m. and
return to us f/Friday. 8/4
Received call from MS who
needed reassurance she’s on
the right track. Told her
estimates would be ok.
Explained connection between
report & instruments. 8/4
Received mess. saying she
spend 3.5 hours on it and is
putting it in overnlght mail. 8/5
Recelved call from MS. 8/8
Received report w/doc. 8/94
called & got years.

Lisa




Rhode Island: 40

2/15/94

3/8/94

3/9/94
to Steve

N/A

3/15/94

3/15 H received a mesage
from PD stating that some of
the info. on report was never
asked for. 3/16 H left a
message with PD. 3/18
Cynthla Corbridge called H
about report. 3/21 Cyn. called
G and will call back after she
reviews 1 yr. 3/22 Cyn. left
message. 3/23 Cyn called to
clarify some issues. 4/1Cyn
called H w/questions about
evaluation. Fedexing
instruments and report this
afternoon, 4/4 recieved them.

Helena

South Carolina: 41

1/26/94

2/2/94

7

2/18/94

2/18
None

2/18 H called PD and PD
tersely said that everything
looked fine.

Helena

South Dakota: 42

1/25/94

6/21/94

7/28/94

7/13

7/22/94

Said she will look it over And
either call or send the info.
7/22 received report
w/revisions. 7/22 called and
got years.

Lisa

Tennessee: 43

3/16/94

4/4/94

4/8/94

NA

5/2/94

5/2 Received report
wirevisions.

Lynn

Texas: 44

2/7/94

2/23/94

*kk 3/1

4/7/94
left
message
7/13 left
message

Lynn

Utah: 45

2/15/94

3/10/84

7/28/94

4/7/94
left
message

4/11 PD left message w/H
saying she received report but
has questions. 4/12 H left
message w/PD reffering her to
Jodi.

Jodi
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Wisconsin: 50

3/17/94

5/5/94

7/28/94

7/13

8/4/94

7/1 3 out of office till August 1.
7/25 left message for PD and
program advisor. 7/28 Kim
Delk (608-267-9354) called.
Laurie is on vacation till 8/1
but knows the report needs to
get back to us. 7/29 H left
message for Kim or Laurie to
call Gail. 8/1 Lori called G
and left mess. G returned call
and helped Lori locate report
& instruments. She had them
confused w/SHPPS survey &
will complete by 8/5. 8/3
Received mess from LW.
She’s finished & needs to
know whether to fedex. Told
her to do so.

Helena

Wyoming: 51

3/17/94

4/21/94

8/2/94

NA

5/5/94

5/5 Called G and said they
were fedexing the report & two
pages are missing &wiil be
sent late next week. G asked
for instruments & years.
Received report wi/corrections.
6/30 PD called G w/additional
info. on surveillance. 7/20 left
message. 8/30 called & got
years.

Helena

..... Territorles

American Samoa; 52

3/17/94

4/7/94

4/8/94

7/25 left
message

vacation until August

Helena

Guam: 53

2/22/94

3/29/94

3/31/94
to Pete
Hunt

7/25

no answer

Diane

Puerto Rico: 54

3/17/94

6/13/94

7/28/94

7/8

7/8

7/8 received report and
documentation 7/22 called
and got years.

Lisa




Virgin Islands: 55

2/25/94

5/16/94

6/15/94

7/8 left
message

7/25/94

7/8 Sue Tyes 809-774-4976
called. 7/13 H called back and
she will be sending the info.
soon. 7/25 Received
instrument w/changes. 8/18 h
called and got years.

Muphen

Local Education Agencies (LEAS)

Baltimore: 56

3/8/94

3/24/94

3/31/94
to Pete
Hunt

4/7/94
left
message

5/2

4/10 PD left message w/H
saying she received report but
has questions. H called PD
and left message reffering her
to Lynn. 4/15 PD called H @
what to do withe info. she
revised. Told lynn to call her.
4/18 PD called G. Has made
corrections and will be working
on instruments. G went over
procedure of what to send in.
PD will send it in a week. 5/2
recieved report & instruments
with revisions.

Lynn

Boston: 57

1/25/94

4/29/94

7/14/94

7/15

PD said she would try & look
at it. H gave her the due date.

Lisa

Chicago: 58

2/22/94

3/10/94

6/14/94

7/25

8/1

3/14 S received call from
office re letter from Kolbe.
7/25 working on it and wiill
send by 8/1. H sent another
copy of 87-88 instrument. 8/1
received report w/ changes,
documentation & instruments.
8/23 called & got years.

Diane

Dallas: 59

3/1/94

4/25/94

6/14/94

7/8

PD hasn’t looked at it yet.

Muphen




Denver: 60

3/1/94

3/18/94

7/14/94

N/A

3/22/94

3/22 PD called H, gave her an
extension untill April 12.

4/22 Received report &
instruments. H sent PD a fax
of the page of report that
needed documentation. 4/25
received fax providing the
documentation.

Helena

Ft. Lauderdale: 61

3/17/94

5/31/94

6/15/84 N

6/15/94

6/15 Received report w/
changes. 8/26 Faxed another
copy of site report to go over
years.

Muphen

Jersey City: 62

2/18/94

4/22/94

6/14/94 N
to Pete
Hunt

4/26/94

4/26 PD called G. Said there
are errors in Muphens
abstracting. G gave PD a two
week extension. Received
report w/instruments.

Muphen

Los Angeles: 63

3/17/94

6/3/94

6/15/94 N

7/18

6/15 Claudia Baker called G
and clarified what was needed.
Stressed  instruments,
appropriate years, and
documentation. Baker very
willing to provide all
information needed to reflect
program activities. 7/18
Received reportw/changes
and documentation. 8/3 Called
CB to clarify dates. Left mess.

Gall

Miami (Dade Co.):

64

3/17/94

6/7/94

6/15/94

7/25 left
message

6/20 PD called Jim and asked
for an extension. 7/26 left
message saying she was
fedexing the report 7/27 H
called and told PD to include
years.

Muphen




New Orleans: 65 2/4/94 | 2/22/94 | 2/28/94 | 7/22 left Lynn
J message
delivered
to Steve
Newark: 66 3/17/94 | 6/9/94 7/28/94 | 7/22 left Lisa
message
New York City: 67 2/17/94 | 3/15/94 | 3/26/94 | 4/7/94 5/12/94 | 4/7 PD left mesage w/H. 4/8 Jodi
to Pete left H called PD. He said he
Hunt message received the report and left
message with Jodi. 4/8 Jodi
gave him a two week
extension. 5/12 received
report wi/revisions.
Philadelphia: 68 2/16/94 | 2/23/94 | *** 3/ 3/3/94 3/3/94 3/3/94 Received report back Diane
Wrong from Dr. Cathy Balsley with
address corrections & policy
on list documentation. No
instruments. 3/8/94 D called
Balsley and explained that we
need the instruments. We
gave her 10 more days (3/18).
7/25 Dr. Balsey is on sick
leave, call her the first week in.
August. 8/19 called & got
years
San Diego: 69 1125/94 | 5/25/94 | 6/15/94 | 7/15 left 7/22 PD called 7/22 H Gail
resent message returned call (Jack Campana
8/2/94 619-293-8212). 7/29 G left

message f/Campana. 8/1
Received mess from Catherine
that JC Is out til 8/15. 8/2 G
called C and left mess. 8/3
receveived mess. f/C who can

get in touch w/JC on vacation.

in Boston Called C who will
talk to JC about report.




San Francisco: 70

3/17/94 | 5/31/94 | 6/15/94 | NA

6/27/94

1
6/13 PD called Muphen and M

gave her an extenslon. 6/20
Received letter from PD. 6/27
Received report and
instruments.

Muphen

Seattle: 71

3/1/94 | 4/25/94 |6/15/94 | 7/8

PD gone for the summer.

Muphen




Vari abl e' | nf ormat i on:

Name Position

_EAR FI SCAL YEAR 1-8
For nat : F8.2

CAHENUM CAH NUWMBER 9-10
For mat : F2

CAHID | D NUMBER 11-17
For mat : F7

CAHNAME CAH NAME 18- 47
Format: A30

LEA- SEA LEA /SEA 48-55
Format: 58. 2
Missing Values: 9.00
Val ue Label

1.00 S=A
2.00 LEA

Q1aAK NUMBR OF CHI LDREN | N GRADE R 56-61
Format: F£
Missing Valuse: 999999

J1A1 4# OF KIDS I N GRADE 1 62-67
-?:H?:c iiues: 998999

Q1aA2 # KIDS IN GRADE 2 68-73
oomEs. TL
Missing Values: 999999

Q1A3 # KIDS IN GRADE 3 74-79
For mat : %)
Mssing  Val ues: 999999

Q- 4 # KIDS IN GRADE 4 80- 85
For mat : Fé6
Mssing  Val ues: 999999

Q1AS5 # KIDS IN GRADE 5 86-91
Format: F§
Missing Values: 999999

QJfAG # KI DS | N GRADE 6 92-97

Format: Fé&
Missing Values: 999999



Q1Aa7 # KIDS IN GRADE 7
Format: F6
Missing Val ues: 999999

J1A8 # KIDS IN GRADE 8
Format: F#é
Missing Values: 999999
Q1A9 # KIDS IN GRADE9
Format: Fé6
Mssing Values: 999999
Q1A10 # KIDS IN GRADE 10
Format: F6
Mssing Values: 999999
Qiall # KIDS IN GRADE 11
Format: F6
Mssing Values: 999999
Qlal2 # KIDS IN GRADE 12
Format: F6

Miszsing Values: 999999
Q1ACELEM # KIDS | N ELEMENTARY

Fornat: F6

Mssing Values: 999999

oiacMIpp 8 KIDS IN ELEMEN
Q1lACSEN # KIDS IN SENOR H (H

Q1avELEM # KI DS UNCLASSI FI ED ELEMENTARY
rormat: F&
M ssing Values: 999999

Q1lAUSEC # KIDS UNCLASSIFIED  SECONDARY

Format: Fé
M ssing Values: 999999
Q1B # KDS IN PRVATE SCHOOL

Format: F&

M ssing Values: 999999

Q2ELEMEN Q2 # TEACHERS ELEM
Format: F&
% Mssing Values: 999999

98-103

104-109

110-115

116-121

122-127

128-133

134-139

140-145

146- 151

152- 157

158-163

164- 169

170-175



szznnnﬁ
<2SENIOR
Q2TOTAL

Q3ELEMEN
Q3MIDDLE
Q3SENIOR
Q3TOTAL

Q4ELEMEN
Q4MIDDLE
Q4SENIOR
QATOTAL

QSELEMEN

QSMIDDLE

-,
E+]
[

Q2 # TEACGERS MDDLE SCH

Format: F6
M ssing values: 999999

Q2 TEACHERS-SENIOR HI GH
Format: F6
M ssing values: 999999

02 TOTAL TEACHERS
Forinat: F5
M ssing Values: 999999

# ADM NI STRATORS ELEMENTARY

Format: Fé
Mssing Values: 999999

# ADM N-M DDLE/ JUNI OR HI GH

Format: Fé&
Mssing Values: 999999

# ADM N-SENIOR HI GH
Format: FG6
M ssing Values: 999999

TOTAL ADM NI STRATORS
Formakt: 76

M ss ing Values: 999999

# NURSES-ELEMENTARY

T A = .

) e n. an
Missing Valussz: 99

# NURSES-MIDDLE/JUNIOR HIGH

o T A
[Py oS - W

# NURSES- SENI OR HI GH
Forinat: F#&
M ssing Values: 999999

# NURSES- TOTAL
Format: F§
M ssing Values: 999999

# STAFF- ELEMENTARY
Format: F6
Missing Values: 999999

# STAFF-M DDLE/ JUNI OR HI GH

Format: F6
M ssing Values: 999999

-

176- 181

182-187

188-193

194-199

200-205

206-211

212- 217

218-223

224-22¢

230-235

236- 241

242- 247

248- 253



QSSENIOR # STAFF-SENI OR HIGH vE4 2509

.S5TOTAL

Q6A

Q6B

Q6cC

Q7A

Q7B

Q7C

»

Format: F6
M ssing Values: 999999
# STAFF- TOTAL 260- 265
Format: F6
M ssing Values: 999999
Q6a ST POLICY 4 HIVED 266
Format: F1
Mssing Values: O
Val ue Label
1 YES,
2 NO, POLICY RECOM
3 NO, PCLICY DEVEL
4 NO POLICY
5 NO, PQLICY PERMTIED HV ED
8 LEA
9 M SSI NG
Q6B % DI ST HAD HIv ED 267-269
Format: F3
Mssing Values: 999
Q6c % DIST IMPLEM HV ED 270-272
Formaf. F3
Missinc Values ' 985
Q7A DISTRICT PQLICY HV ED 273
rormat: Tl

Missinc Va-ues: S

Value _arnel

1 YES,

2 NO, POLICY RECOM

3 NO, PQLICY DEVEL

4 NO POLICY

5 NO, PQLICY PERMTTED EIV ED

8 SEA

9 M M SSI NG
Q78 % SCH WPQLICY 274-276
For mat : F3
M ssing Values: 999
Q7¢C SCH | MPLEM POLI CY 277-279
For mat : F3

M ssing Values: 999



Qs

Q8SPEC

Q9

Q10A1

Q10a2

I\\

g8 POLI CY DEVEL?
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
1 LEGISLATIVE (ORDER
9 GOVERNOR'S EXEC
3 SCH BOARD [EC
4 OTHER
5 LEG CRDERQQV S ACT
6 LEG ORDER/ SCH BRD
7 LEG GOV' S/ SCH BRD
3 NA, NO POL
g M MSSING
SPECI FY
Format: A30

DESCRI BE POLICY -YES/ NO

Format: F1l
Mssing Values: 9

Q1021 PUB ELEMENTARY
For-mat: F1

M ssing values: 9

value Lavel
0 NC
1 ZIQUIRED
2 X =COMMENDED
3 SZIRMITTED
g WL, NO DOLICY
¢ M MISSING

Q1i0a2 PUB JR HIGH
Format: F:

& -

Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 REQUI RED

2 RECOMVENDED

3 PERMITTED

A NA,  NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

280

281-310

311

312

313



Q10A3

Q1024

Q10AS5

Q10A6

RS

Q1l0A3 PUB SR HIGH
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

value Label
Q NO
1 REQUI RED
2 RECOMVENDED
3 PERMITTED
8 NA  NO PQLICY

9 M M SSI NG

01024 APP PRI VATE
Format: F1
Kissing Values: 9

Val ye Label
0 NO
1 REQU RED
2 RECOMVENDED
3 PEZRMITTED
8 NA, NO PQICY

S M MISSING

rmal: fl
vigsing Valuss: 9
jaLue TLanel
G NC
-—m =TT
RGOS
2 ZZCCMMENDED
i P ZIRMITTED

8 w2, NO POCY
g M M SSING

Q10a6 OUT OF SCHOOL YOUTH
Format: F1
M ssing Values: $

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 REQUIRED

2 RECOMMENDED
3 PERMITTED

g NA  NO PCLICY
9 M MSSING

314

315

316

317



Q10A7

Q10AS8

QlO0ASPEC

g9l

Q1l0B

Ql0BSPEC

ps
%

Q10A7 SPEC PCP
Format: F1
Mssing Val ues: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 REQUI RED
2 RECOMMVENDED
3 PERMITTED
8 NA, NO POLI CY

9 M MISSING
Q10a8 OTHER
Format: F1
M ssing Vaives: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 REQUI RED
8 NA, NO POLI CY

OTHER SPECI FY
Format: 2390

Q91 COVERAGE G- ALL STUDENTS

Tormat: T8.2
Migsing Valuss: §-0C
value _abel
1.00 S ZQUIREL
2.0¢ STCOMMENDED
3.0¢C TTEMITTED
8.00 Na, NO POLICY
9.00 M MISSING

Q10B EXCLUDE YOUTH?
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
1 YES
2 NO
8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

SPECI FY
Format: 230

318

319

320- 349

350- 357

358

359-388



Qll

Qil2

Q113

Q114

Q115

&

0111 QU DANCE-REQ CURRIC
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a M SSI NG
9 M NA

Q112 GUIDANCE-REC CURRIC
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a M SSI NG
9 M NA

Q113 GUI DANCE- REQ GUI DELI NES
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
G NC
1 Y=<
8 MISSING
S M NA

Q114 GUIDANCE-REC QU DELINES

Tormat: Tl

Mssing Values: ¢

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a M SSI NG
9 M NA

Q115 GUI DANCE- MANDATED COMPET
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a M SSI NG
9 M NA

389

390

391

392

393



4116

Q92

Q12K

Q121

Q122

Q123

Q124

Q125

Q126

Zo

Q127

Q116 GUI DANCE- REC COWPET

For mat :
M ssi ng

Val ue

Qo

S M

Q92 M N
For mat :
M ssi ng

Val ue

1.00
2.00
3.00
a.00
9.00 M

12 HRS
Forinat:
M ssi ng

12 HRS
Format:
Missing

12 ERS
Format:
Missing
12 HRS
Format:
M ssi ng

12 HRS
For mat :
M ssi ng

12 HRS
For mat :
M ssi ng

12 HRS
For mat :
M ssi ng

12 HRS
For mat :
M ssi ng

Fl
Val ues: 9

Label

NO
YES
M SSI NG
NA

HIV ED.
F8.2
values: 9. 00

Label

REQUI RED
RECOMVENDED
PERMITTED

NA,  NO POLICY
M SSI NG

OF EDUC GRADE K
F3
Val ues: 999

Val ues: 999

CF EDUC RADE 4
F3
Val ues: 999

OF EDUC GRADE 5
F3
Val ues: 999

OF EDUC GRADE 6
F3
Val ues: 999

CF EDUC GRADE 7
F3
Val ues: 999

394

395-402

403- 405

406- 408

409-411

412-414

415-417

418-420

421-423

42' 4- 426



Q128

Q129

41210

Q1211

41212

Q12CELEM

Q12CMIDD

Q12CSEN

Q12END1

Q12END2

Q12END3

Ry

12 HRS OF EDUC GRADE 8
Format: F3
M ssing Values: 999

12 HRS OF EDUC GRADE 9
Format: F3

M ssing Values: 999

12 ERS OF EDUC GRADE 10
Format: F3
Mssing Values: 999

12 HRS OF EDUC GRADE 11
Format: F3

M ssing Values: 999

12 HRS OoF EDUC GRADE 12
Format: F3
M ssing Values: 999

HOURS OF EDUC-ELEMENTARY
Format: F3

M ssing Values: 999

HOURS OF EDUC-MIDDLE
Format: F3

Missing Val ues: 999

HOURS OF EDUC-SENIOR HIGH
Tormat: F3
Missing Values: 999

. F3
Missing Valuss : 999

HOURS OF ED-BY THE END OF SEVERAL GRADES
Format: F3

Mssing Values: 999

HOURS OF ED-BY THE END oF SEVERAL GRADES
Format: F3

M ssing Values: 999

427-429

430-432

433- 435

436-438

439-441

442-444

445- 447

448- 450

451- 453

454- 456

457- 459



Q93

Ql1l3Aa1l

Q13a2

Q13A3

»

Q93 AT LEAST 10-15 HRS
For mat : F8. 2
Mssing Val ues: 9.00

Val ue Label

1.00 REQUI RED

2.00 RECOMMVENDED
3.00 PERM TTED

8.00 NA,  NO PQLICY
9.00 M M SSI NG

Q13al REQ CERT
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Value Label
0 NOIr  REQU RED
1 REQUI RED
2 RECOMVENDED
3 PERMITTED
a NA, NO PQLICY

Q13Aa2 REQ SPEC TRAIN
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Valuse Tazrel
0 NOT REQUIRED
1 RIQUIRE]
2 ZZCOMMENDED
- ——— e ey -
- fradiniey WL SUERES RSl
8 NA NO POLICY

Q13Aa3 SPECI AL CREDEN
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NOT  REQU RED
1 REQUIRED
2 RECOMVENDED
3 PERM TTED
a N2, NO PAICY

460- 467

468

469

470



Qle6l

Qle62

Q163

Qle4

Qlés

4161 HEALTH DEPT
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA, NO PQICY

9 M M SSI NG

Q162 DEPT ED
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 VES
8 NA, NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

Q163 PARENT, TEACHER
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label
¢ MO
5 NI, NO DGLICY
¢ M MISSING
0164 M NORI TY GROUES
rormact: .
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA, NO PQLICY

9 M M SSI NG

Q165 RELIAAIS ORG
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA, NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

580

581

582

583

584



4166

Q167

Q168

Ql69

Q1l69SPEC

vy
W

4166 MED CAL
Format: FL
Missing Values: 9

Vai ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA, NO PQICY
9 M M SSI NG
Q167 UNIV
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Value Takbel
0 NO
1 YES
a NA, NO POLI CY
9 M M SSI NG

Q168 HWVADS
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

m

1

| 3
(@] (M
“ |
(@}

{

(

0o -

Ql6S OTHER
Format: Tl
Mssing Vvalues: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA, NO POLI CY
9 M M SSI NG

PARTI Cl PATI NG AG OTHER SPEC
For mat : A30

585

586

587

568

589-618



Q17

Q18

Q1ls

Q201

&

- Q17 REQ STATE ASSISTANCE TO

Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

c—— Ty

RZIQUIRED

NOT REQUI RED
RECOMMENDED
PERMITTED

00 > W N

Na, NO POLI CY

D STR CT

Q18 REQ ATY ASSISTANCE TO SCGHOOALS

Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Lakrel

REQUIRED
NOT REQUI RED
RECOMMENDED
DPEERMITTED

NA, NO POLI CY

ik WP

Q19 REPORT CSHE
Format: Fi

Valus Tezel
1 wZS, RED CSEE
2 VZE RTC CS==
3 WS CUREIC DZUEL
Z 2IC ZZEZ CUERZC
5 TZIS, DPEERMITTID
& M MISSING
Q201 INJURY
Format: F1 _
Missing Values: S
vValue Label
0 NO
1 YES
2 REQUIRED
3 RECCMMENDED
4 PERMITTED
8 NA, NO POLICY
S M MISSING

619

620

621

622



Q202

Q203

1204

‘.\

Q202 VI OLENCE
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

NO

YES

REQUI RED
RECOMVENDED
PERMITTED

NA, NO POLI CY
9 M M SSING

OB~ WLWNEFkE O

Q203 SU Cl DE
quna;: Fi_

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 I
2 R&RED
3 RECOMMENDED
4 PERMITTED
8 NA, NO PQICY
9 M MISSING

;

2 REQUIRED
3 RECOMMENDED

4 PERMITTED

8 N2, NO poLICY
9 M M SSING

623

624

625



Q205

Q206

Q207

Q205 ALCOHOL
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Lace, 7

NO
YES
REQUI RED
RECOMMENDED
PERM TTED
NA, NO POLI CY
M M SSI NG

O hWNRO

4206 PREGNANCY
Format: F1
M ssing values: S

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 vzg
2 REQUIRED
3 RECOMMENDED
4 PERMITTED
8 N2 , NO POLICY
g M MISSING
Q207 HIV
Tormat: TL
Missing vValues: 8

1 vES

2 REQUI RE3

3 REZCOMMENDED

4 PERM TTED

8 Na, NO POLICY
9 M M SSING

626

627

628



Q208

Q2089

Q22010

,
o

Q208 SIDS
Format: F1
Mssing values: 9
Val ue Larel
0 NO
1 YES
2 REQUI RED
3 RECCOMMENDED
4 PERMITTED
8 NA, NO POLI CY

9 M MISSING

0209 NUTRI TI ON
Format: Tl
Missing Va_.es: @

Val ue Lebel

RECOMMENDED

PERMITTED

NX, NO PQLICY
M MISSING

WO 00 B o

@010 pEYs ACTIMTY

N el Bl
P P

- - . TP T ciam .
ﬂ_SS-”g va.as3 e g

-

b
| ]

-~
-—

[t
I "
[0

PR N

B o

ZQUIRED
REZCOMMENDED
FIRMITTED
N2, NO POLI CY

M M SSI NG

N
Y
R

\O co &~ coPo 3

629

630

631



Q2011

Q2011SPE

42012

Q2012SPE

Q2013

Q2013SPE

-

Q2011 OTHER1
Format: F1l
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

NO

YES

REQUIRED
RECOMVENDED
PERMITTED

NA,  NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

1
o=~ Wro ko

TOPI CS-OTHER 1 SPECI FY
Format: &30

42012 OTHER 2
Format: F1
Missing Val ues: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

2 REQUIRED

3 EZCOMMENDED

4 >TRMITTER

g A . NO BOLZICY

S M Y:SSINC
TOPICS-OTHER 2 SPEC
Format: 230

Q2013 QOTEER 3
Format: 71
Missing Val ues: 8

Vai ue Labe

NO

YES

REQUIRED
RECOMVENDED
PERM TTED

NA  NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

o Mok o

TOPICSSO'THER 3 SPEC
Format: A30

632

633- 662

663

664-693

694

695- 724



Q2014

Q2014SPE

Q2015

Q2015SPE

Q2016

Q2016SPE

Za
"

Q2014 OHER 4
Format: F1l
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NC
1 YES
2 REQUI RED
3 RECOMVENDED
4 PERM TTED
8 NA,  NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

TOPI CS- OTHER 4 SPECI FY
For mat : A30

@2015 OHER 5
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

value Label
0 NO
1 YES
2 REQUIRED
3 RECCMMENDED
4 DEFMITTE
z N&, NO PCLZCY
S M MISITNG

TOPI CS- OTHER 5 SPECI FY

el :_1,’\
S Ve Sy T

Q2016 OHR 6
Format: F1l
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

2 REQUI RED

3 RECOMVENDED

4 PERMITTED

8 NA  NO POLICY
9 M M SSI NG

TOPI CS-OTHER 6 SPECI FY
For mat : A30

7125

726- 755

7156

757-786

787

788-817



Q21

Q221

4222

Q223

Q21 REQ HIV ED IN CSHE
Format: F1l
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
1 VYES, RECOMMENDED
2 YES, REQUI RED
3 NO NOT RECREQ
4 NO, PERM TTED
8 NA, NO HV ED POL

9 M M SSI NG

Q221 STAFF TRAINING
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

2 REQUIRED

3 RECOMMENDED

4 PERMITTED

g NA , NO PQLICY

RECOMMENDED
PERMITTED

NA , NO PQLICY
9 M MISSING

oo &~ o N)

0223 BODY FLUDS
Format: F1l
M ssing values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

2 REQUI RED

3 RECOMMENDED

4 PERMITTED

8 NA,  NO PQLICY
9 M MISSING

818

819

820

821



Q224

Q225

Q22582EC

Q231

Q232

Q233

Q234

Q235

Q235SPEC

Q224 spPec POP
Format: F1
Kissing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

2 REQUI RED

3 RECOMMENDED

4 PERMITTED

g NA N0 PCLICY
9 M MSSING

Q25 OTHER
Format: Tl
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

NO

VZS

REQUIRED
RECOMMENDED
PERMITTED

Nz, NO POLICY

¥  MISSING

WA O

Q225 SPECI FY

= A
SIS
SOoTES s RS

% POLICIES-STAFF TRAINING

—_—
N s - -7
B e -, - -

A a mmt e T2 v
e Vit Ve T2 .

% PAIAESPERSONS /w HYV
Format: F3
Mssing Values: 999

% POLI Cl ES-BODY FLUI DS
Format: F3
Mssing Values: 999

% POLICIES DI ST-SPECI AL POPULATI ONS
Format: F3
M ssing values: 999

% POLICIES DI ST-OTHER
Format: F3
Mssing Val ues: 999

% POLIOES DIST-OTHER SPECIFY
Format: A30

822

823

824-853

854-856
857-859
860-862
863- 865
866- 868

869-898



0241

0242

Q243

Q244

Q245

Q245SPEC

Q25al1

Q25a2

% POLI Cl ES JUR-~-STAFF TRAI NI NG
Format: F3

Missing Values: 999

% POLIAES JURPERSONS WHYV
For mat : F3
Missing Values: 999

% PERSONS JuR-sPeciAL POPULATI ONS
For mat : F3
Mssing Values: 999

% JUR- SPECI AL POPULATI ONS
Format: F3
Mssing Values: 999

% POLICIES JUR-OTHER
For mat : F3

Missing Val ues: 999 -

% PCQLIAES JUROIMHER SPEC FY
format: A30

Q25a1 LOCAL ADMN
Format: F1
Missing Val ues: 3

=]
S ilag - -

(g
A

NO PCLICY

(YON¢ PR ES
&

Q25a2 DI ST ADMIN
Format : F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA, NO PQICY
9 M M SSI NG

899-901

902-904

905-907

908-910

911-913

9’ 14-943

944

945



Q25A3

Q2524

Q25A5

Q25a6

Q2547

025aA3 TEACHERS
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES

8 NA NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

Q254 PARENTS
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES

8 NA, NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

Q25A5 STUDENTS
Format: F1
M ssing Values: @8

Val ue Label
0 NG
1 vZE
8 NA, NO PCLICY
¢ M MISSING
Q25A6 COMM LEADERS
Format @ FL
M ssing values: ¢
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA,  NO PQLICY

9 M M SSI NG

cag COOCP. W/ NURSES
Format: F8.2
Mssing Values: 9.00

Val ue Label
.00 NO
1.00 YES
8.00 NA, NO PQLICY

9.00 M I NFORMATION M SSI NG

DR

946

947

948

949

950- 957



Q25a8

Q25B

Q26A

Q2681

Q26B2

caH COP. w/ QOWINTY CRG
Format: F8.2
Mssing Values: 9.00

Val ue Label
.00 NO
1.00 YES

8.00 NA,  NO PQLICY
9. 00 M I NFORVATI ON MISSING

Q25B OBSTACLE
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
9 M M SSI NG

Q26A NEEDS ASSESS
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label
i vIg
P NO MEEDE RASSESS
! N2
& M MISZING

Missing Va_uss: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q26B2 NEEDS ASSESSMENT- | NTERVI EWS
Fomat: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

958-965

966

967

5868

969



Q26B3

Q26B4

Q26B5

Q2686

Q26B3 NEEDS ASSESS-INTER W/ INFORMANTS

Format: F1
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q26B4 NEEDS ASSESS-KAB SURVEYS
Format: F1
Mssing Vaiues: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES ‘
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

02685 NEEDS ASSESS-DATA COLLECT
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

i O
n

Pt

M MISSING

AN

\O 0Ot D

Q2686 OTEHER
Tormat: T

kissing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q26B6SPE Q26B6 OTHER SPECIFY

“
W

For nat : A30

970

971

972

973

974-1003



Q27 | DI STRI CTS- NEEDS  ASSESSMENT 1004
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
1 ¥Y=S
2 NO NEEDS ASSES
3 NO CURRIC
a NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q281 Q281 TEACHERS 1005
Tormat: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Value Lapel
0 NO
1 YES
a NA
9 M MISSING

Q282 Q282 PARENTS 1006
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Value Tanel
0 NG
1 v=Z=
8 N2
@ M MISSING
0283 Q283 @DMIN 1007
Format: [l

Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Lapel
0 NO
1 YES

a N A
9 M M SSING

W



0284

Q285

Q286

Q287

Q288

‘.\

Q284 STUDENTS
Format: F1
Hi ssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

3 M M SSI NG

0285 SCH NURSES
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Lake!l
0 NO
1 Y=S
8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q286 UNI REPRES
Format: F1l
Missing Vaiues: S

-

value lazroel

o
[

O 00 -t

Q287 DRS
Format: Tr_

Val ue Lakel
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M KI SSI NG

Q288 OTH ELTH CRE PROVI DER
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 8

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

1008

1009

1010

(=)
o
(=)

-

1012



Q289

Q2810

Q2811

Q2812

Q2813

Q289 DEP OF EDUC
Format: F1
Mssing Values: §

Value Lebel
J NO
1 YES
8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q2810 DEPT OF PUB HLTH
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Lapel
0 NO
1 YES
a N A
9 M M SSI NG

Q2811 RELIG ORG
Format: Fl
Mssing Values: 39

Value Label
>
S M MISSING
Q2812 SPEC GRP

Pl e

s oIIllacy =~

M ssing Values: 3

Value Label
0 NO
1 Y=S
a NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q2813 HI V/ Al DS ORGANIZ
Format: F1l
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA
9 M KI SSI NG

1013

1014

1015

1017



Q2814

Q2815

Q2815SPE

Q29

Q301

W

02814 M NORI TY ORGANIZ
For mat : Fl
Missing Val ues: 9
Val ue Lakel

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
Q2815 QTHER
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9
Val ue' Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M MISSING
OTHER-~SPECIFY
Fomat : &30
Q29 RANGE CF
Format: F1l
Migscioo Vaiues: 9
Jalue “abvel

2 el

: SssThe
Q301 TASK FORCE
Fomat: F1
M ssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 v=E

8 NA

9 M MISSING

1018

1019

1020- 1049

1050

1051



Q302

4303

4304

Q304SPEC

Q31

Q32

.
Ww

Q302 COW TTEE
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
4303 SPEC CONS
Format: FI
M ssing Values: ¢
Val ue Label

0 N @)

1 Y=S

8 NA

5 M M SSING

4304 OTH
Format: Fl
Missing Val ues: 9§

Value Label
0 NO
1 V=S
s NA
o M MISSING

OTHER-SPECIFY
230

CTOYmat:
Q31 CURRIC REC/MAND
Format: Fl
Missing Val ues: §
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES

CURRCLW USED IN JUR.
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

1052

1053

1054

1055-1084

1085

1086



0331

0332

4333

Q334

Q335

4331 PEER ED
Format: F1l
Mssing values: 9

Val ue Larzel
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA, NO PQLICY

9 M M SSI NG

Q332 PARENT TRAIN
Format: Fl1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Larel
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA , NO POLICY

3 M M SSI NG

4333 PRESENT BY Pwa
Format: F1
Mssing values: 9

Val ue Lazel
C NG
: VIS
g N&, NO POLICY
¢ M MISSING

@B34 PRESENT comm (ORG
TormeT: -L.

Kissing vaiues: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA, NO PQICY

9 M M SSING

835 OTHER
For mat : Fl
Missing vValues: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 Na, NO PQAICY
9 M HI SSI NG

1087

1088

1089

1090

1091



Q335SPEC

336

Q341

Q342

4343

OTHER-SPECIFY
Format: A30
THEATER  PRESENTATI ONS
Format: F8.2
Missing valuses: 9. 00
Val ue Label
. 00 NO
1.00 YES
8.00 NA, NO PQLICY

9.00 M INFORMATION M SSI NG

Q341 PEER BED
Fl

For mat

Missing Va_ues :

Val ue

oo

\0

Lakel

NO

YES

N2, NO PQAICY

9 M M SSI NG

Q342 PARENT TRAIN

Fomt: F1
Migzsing VAles
G NG
; éi: 0 POLICY
S M MIZSING
4343 PRESENT BY PWA
Format: Fl
Mi ssing values: 9
Val ue Larel
0 NO
1 YES
8 N2 , NO PAICY
9 M M SSI NG

1092- 1121

1122-1129

1130

1131

1132



Q44

4345

Q345SPEC

Q346

Q35

4344 PRESENT OOW ORG
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA, NO PQlCY
9 M M SSI NG
@45 OTHER
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 Yzs
a NA, NO PQICY
9 M M SSING

ROUT | NT-OTHER SPECI FY

Format: 230

0346 THEATER PRESENTATI ONS
Format: ra.2

nrat . _— 0 et -
i .c&_.--- Voo TS e a o
L2 B ERe G010
T T e~ T mmaa
P -~ T -
ol -
CU NGO
3 ~r v= D
FARR VRV Y=
A A~ o e~ = e
.23 MA. NC PCLICX
o o~~~ A et g s Ne— T
bR VEES B S R G PR i PRI

Q3s PILOr TEST
Format: Fl
M ssing Vvalues: S

Val ue Label
1 YES
2 NO
a NA
9 M M SSI NG

1133

1134

1135-1164

1165-1172

1173



Q36 Q36 REV RECOMM 1174
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
1 Y=S
2 NO
a NA
9 M M SSI NG
Q37 Q37 REV PAST 2 YRS 1175

Format: F1
Mssing values: 9

Val ue Label
1 Y=S
2 NO
a NA
9 M M SSI NG
Q381 Q381 PRACT SKILLS BULD 1176

For mat : Fl
Mssing Values: 9

Value Lapel
G NOT INCLUDED
- AT TTTAT Y )
- DS NS WP § adpuw
2 SUSSTANTIEL ETT
3 MNA
I MIZSSING
L nk al Aot 1—-
Q382 Q382 FUNCTIONAL KNCWLEDGE 1177

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Lzbel

NOT | NOLUDED
| NCLUDED
SUBSTANTI AL EFF
N&A

M MISSING

O D OO



Q383

Q384

Q385

Q386

Q338K

Q383 VULNERABLE PERCEP
Format: F1
Mssing values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NOT | NCLUDED
1 | NCLUDED
2 SUBSTANTI AL EFT
8 N&

9 M M SSI NG

Q384 HIV ATTITUDES
Format: F1l
M ssing Values: 9.

Value Lazel
0 NOT | NCLUDED
1 | NCLUDED
2 SUBRSTANTIAL ErT
8 NA

9 M MISSING

4385 ABSTI NENCE
Format: F8.2
Mssing val:es: 9.00

- " -

v

B
(D
Al

- T

t
[

- v —
.03 kCT LNCLUDLJ
L.C0 ZXCLUDED
-~ —e— ~— AT o
2.C3 STUZSTANT I ==
a o~ -
oV Lo
8.C0 M MISZSING

Q386 CONDOM USE
For mat : F8.2
Missing Values: 9.00

Val ue Label
.00 NOT | NCLUDED
1.00 | NCLUDED
2.00 SUBSTANTIAL FEFF
8.00 NA

9.00 M INFORMATION MISSING

STUDENTS RECEIVED HIV  ED GRADE
Format: Fé6
Mssing Val ues: 999999

R

1178

1179

1180-1187

1188-1195

1196-1201



Q391

w382

Q393

Q394

Q382

Q396

Q387

Q398

Q385

Q3910

Q3911

Q3912

Q3 9CELEM

‘.

STUDENTS RECEIVED HIV ED-GRADE
For mat : F6
M ssing Values: 999999

STUDENTS RECEIVED HV ED QRADE
Format: F3
Missing Va.ues: 999999

STUDENTS RECEIVED HIV ED-GRADE
Format: F6
M ssing Values: 999999

STUDENTS RECEIVED XIvV ED- GRADE
Fomat: F8§
M ssing Values: 999999

STUDENTS RECEIVED HV ED GRADE
Format: F#§
M ssing Values: 999999

STUDENTS RECEIVED HIV ED-GRADE
Format: F¥6
Mssing Values : 999999

STUDENTS RECEIVED HV ED GRADE
Fomat: 16
Mssing vValues: 999999

STUDENTS RECEIVED HIV ED-GRADE

- VTS .
Pl ORI -

Missing Valuss: E£88S5:SS
STUDENTS RECZIVED HIV ED-GRADE
Tarmat: T2

Ssling TaLuss: Sttooo

STUDENTS RECEIVED HV ED-GRADE
Fomat: ¥5
M ssing Values: 599989

STUDENTS RECEIVED HIV ED GRADE
Format: F6
M ssing Values: §9859¢

STUDENTS RECEI VED HIV ED-GRADE
Format: F6
M ssing Values: 999999

10

11

12

STUDENTS RECEIVED HIV ED-ELEMENTARY

Format: Fé6
M ssing Values: 999999

1202- 1207

1208-1213

1214-1219

1220-122s

1226- 1231

1233-1237

1238- 1243

1250- 1255

1256- 1261

1262- 1267

1268-1273

1274-1279



Q39CMIDD

Q39CSEN

Q40

Qa1

Q411

Q412

STUDENTS RECEEVED HV EDMDDLEHJUNCR HMEH
Format: F§

M ssing Values: 999999

STUDENTS RECEIVED HV EDSENCR
For mat : F6

Mssing 'Values: 999999

Q40 STAFF TRAIN
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
1 YES
2 NO
9 M M SSING

041 NEEDS ASSESS
Format: F1l
Ki ssing Val ues: 9

I
m
v’
o
-

Val ue

n

O o RO
122

A O

290
Gy

pe- C
wly e
w 3w

\D

j-y
Vot

try Wy

1+ O

0

:aq

0n

)

)]

O

a

d

n

18
I\
}
§

NA
9 M MISSING

Q41B2 | NTERVI EW PARTIC
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA
g M M SSI NG

1280- 1285

1286-1291

1292

1293

1294

1295



Q413

4414

Q415

Q416

Q416SPEC

W

Q41B3
For mat :
M ssing

Val ue

©® = o

M
Q41B4
Format:
Missing

Val ue

Q41B5
Format:
M ssi ng

Value

[®]

O 0o -

a
9 M

| NTERVI EW KEY INFR

Fl
Val ues: 9

Label

NO
YES

NA
M SSI NG

KAB SURV
Fl
Val ues: 9

Label

NO

YES

NA
MISSING

DATA (COL

Fl
Val ues: 9

Val ues: 9

M SSI NG

OTHER SPEQFY

For mat :

A30

1296

1297

1298

1299

1300- 1329



Q421

Q422

Q423

Q424

Q421 SKILLS BLDG
Format: F1
Kissing Values: 9

Val ue Label
G NOT | NCLUDED
1 | NCLUDED
2 SUBSTANTIAL FEFF
8 N&

9 M M SSI NG

Q422 ATTI TUDES
Fomat: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Value Larel
0 NOT | NCLUDED
L | NCLUDED
2 SURSTANTIAL EFF.
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

0423 COMFORT
Fomat: F1
Missing Values: 9

NCT INCLUDED
INCLTUDED
~~~~~ —ANTTAT -

(Ve 2o DN SO Iy SE RN @9}

Q424 FACTS ABT HIV
Fomat: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO? | NCLUDED
1 | NCLUDED
2 SUBSTANTIAL EFF
8 NA
9 M MICCING

1330

1331

1332

1333



Q425

Q426

Q43

Q44

Q451

Q452

@25 HV PQL
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NOT | NCLUDED
1 | NCLUDED
2 SUBSTANTIAL EFF
8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q426 MVULNERABILITY TO HV
Format: F8.2
Mssing Val ues: 9.00

-

vaiue Lapel

.00 NOT | NCLUDED

1.00 | NCLUDED
2.00 SUBSTANTIAL EFF.
8.00 NA

9.00 M M SSING

Q43 TRAIN PRETESTED
Format: Fi1
M ssing Values: 9

Tra ey
VR s

o
ll
)
6]
)

O N
’l
'
)

T E e o e

44 TEACH TRAN REV
Format: F1l
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
1 YES
2 NO
8 NA

9 M INFORMATION M SSI NG

Q451 HOURS- TEACHERS
Format: F3
Mssing Values: 999

Q452 HOURS-ADMIN
Format: F3
Mssing Values: 999

1334

1335-1342

1343

1344

1345- 1347

1348- 1350



453

4454

Q941

Q942

Q943

Q944

Ky

4453 HOURS- NURSES
Format: F3
M ssing Values: 999

4454 HOURS- OTHER STAFF
Format: F3
Ki ssing Values: 999

Q941 3 DAY TRAINING
Format: F8.2
M ssing Values: 9.00

Val ue Label
.00 NO
1.00 VES

8.00 N2, NO PQLICY
9.00 M I NFORMATION M SSI NG

Q942 2 DAY TRAINNG
Format: F8.2
M ssing Values: 9.00

Val ue Label
.00 NO
1.00C YES
g§.C0C N&, NO 2CLICT
S.0C M INTCOEMATION MIISSING
Q943 1 DAY TRAINING
Tormat: F8.Z
Missing Valuss: £.C00
Value Label
.00 NO
1.00 YES

8.00 Na, NO poLICY
9.00 M 1NFORMATION KI SSI NG

Q944 1/2 DAY TRAINNG
Format: F8.2
M ssing Values: 9.00

Val ue Labe
.00 NO
1.00 YES

8.00 NA, NO PQLI CY
9. 00 M INFORMATION M SSI NG

1351- 1353

1354- 1356

1357-1364

1365-1372

1373-1380

1381-1388



Q46

Q47K
Q471
Q472
4473
Q474
4475
4476
4477
0478
Q479

44710

Q46 FORMAT OF TRAI N NG

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 1
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 M YES

8 UNKNOWN

9 M SSI NG

Q47 TEA TRAINING GRADE K

Format: FS

Missing Values: 99999

Q471 TEA TRAI NI NG GRADE 1
rorﬂa-:

M ssi ng VaI ues: 99999

Q472 TEA TRAINNG GRADE 2
Format: FS
Mi ssing Values: 99999

4473 TEA TRAINNG GRADE 3
Format: FS
Mssing  Val ues: 99999

Q474 TEA TRAINING GRADE 4

4475 T=Aa TRANNG GRADE 5

Foro Gu- 5
Misrkiga “ja>,=2. §GZt2g

Q476 TEA TRANNG GRADE 6
Format: FS

M ssing Values: 99999

4477 TEA TRANNG GRADE 7/
Format: F5
M ssing Values: 99999

Q478 TEA TRANNG GRADE g
Format: FS
Mssing Values: 99999

Q479 TEA TRAINNG GRADE 9
Format: F5
M ssing Values: 99999

047 TEA TRAINNG GRADE 10
Format: FS
M ssing Values: 99999

1389

1390- 1394

1395- 1399

1400- 1404

1405- 1409

1410- 1414

1415- 1419

1420- 1424

1425- 1429

1430- 1434

1435- 1439

1440- 1444



44711

Q4712

Q47CELEM

Q47CMIDD

Q47CSEN

Q47TOTAL

Q48

Q48TOTAL

Q49

047 TEA TRAI NI NG GRADE 11
Format: F5
M ssing Values: 99999

047 TEA TRANNG GRADE 12
Format: FS
Mssing values: 99999

TEACHERS  TRAI NED- ELEMEN
Format: F5
Mssing  Val ues: 99999

TEACHERS TRAINED-MIDDLE/JUNIOR
Format: F3
Mssing  Val ues: 99999

TEACHERS TRAI NED- SENI OR  HI GH
Format: F5
M ssing Values: 99999

Q47 TOTAL TEACH TRAINED
Format: F°%S
Mssing values: 99999

048 TRAN ADMN
For mat : Fl
Missing Values : 9

AN RN B

rl
[
[
“]
(@)

i

Q48TOTAL # ADMINIS
Format: =5
Mssing Values: 99999

QA9 TRAIN NURSES
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
1 " YES
2 NO
a NA
9 M | NFORVATI ON M SSI NG

Q49TOTAL Q49TOTAL # SCH NURS

Format: FS
Mssing Values: 99999

H&

1445- 1449

1450- 1454

1455- 1459

1460-1465

1465-1469

1470- 1474

1475

1476-1480

148' 1

1482- 1486



Q50

Q50TOTAL
Q51K
Q511
Q512
Q513
Q514
Q515
Q516
Q517
Q518

Q5158

Q50 TRAIN STAFF
Format: F1

Missing Val ues:
Val ue Labe
1 ¥=&
2 NO
8 NA

9 M INFORMATION M SSI NG
Q@OTOTAL # OIH SCH STAFF  TX

Format: FS
M ssing Val ues:

TEACHERS TAUGHT
Format: F5
M ssing Val ues:

TEACHERS TAUGHT
Format: F5
M ssing Val ues

TEACHERS TAUGHT
Format: F5
M ssing Val ues:

- mm. T
~Qrmaly =

Missing

TEACHERS TAUGHT
Format: FS
Missing Val ues:

TEACHERS TAUGHT
Format: F3
M ssing Val ues:

TEACHERS TAUGHT
Format: F5S
Mssing Val ues

TEACHERS TAUGHT
Format: F5
Mssing Val ues

TEACHERS  TAUGHT
Format: FS
M ssing Val ues:

9

99999

HIV-GRADE K

99999

HIV-GRADE 1

99999

H'V ED- GRADE 2

99999

HIV-GRADE 3

e/
‘O

£9¢e¢t

L

V-

Q
m

¢

©
({8

~
~
-

W

HIV-GRADE 5

99999
H V- GRADE
99999

6

HIV-GRADE 7/

99999
H V- GXADE
99999
H V- GRADE
99999

8

9

1487

1488-1492

1493- 1497

1498- 1502

1503- 1507

1508- 1512

1513- 1517

1518- 1522

1523- 1527

1528- 1532

1533- 1537

1538- 1542



Q5110

Q5111

Q5112

Q51CELEM

Q31CMIDD

QS51CSEN

QS1TOTAL

Q52

Q531

Q332

TEACHERS TAUGHT HIV-GRADE 10
Format: FS
M ssing Values: 99999

TEACHERS TAUGHT HI V- GRADE 11
Format: FS
Missing Values: 99999

TEACHERS TAUGHT HI V- GRADE 12
Format: FS
M ssing Values: 99999

TEACHERS TAUGHT HI V- ELEMEN
For mat : F5
M ssing Values: 99999

TEACHERS TAUGHT HI V- M DDLE/ JUNI OR
Format: F5
M ssing Values: 99999

TEACHERS TAUGHT HI V- SENI OR
Format: F5S
Missing Values: 99999

TOTAL TEACHERS TAUHT HV EBED
Format: F&
Missing Values: 999999

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA

9 M | NFORMATION M SSI NG

VI OLENCE  PREVENTI ON
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M INFORMATION M SSI NG

H GH

1543- 1547

1548- 1552

1553- 1557

1558- 1562

1563- 1567

1568- 1573

1574- 1578

1579-158:

1582

1583



4533

4534

4535

Q536

4537

TOBACCO USE PREVENTI ON
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M | NFORMATI ON M SSI NG
AOD
Format: F1
Mssing values: 9
Value Label

0 N O

1 =S

8 NA

9 M INFORMATION M SSING
PREGNANCY  PREVENTI ON
Format: F1
Kissing values: 9

Val ue Label

W WO
4
4
TR
HEEEIN
()

i
!||
(@]
5y
()
[P
-]
-A
)
v

1]

v

23

|

)
n
-
4
D

oTE=R STD PREIVENTION
Format: Il

M ssi ng Val ues: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA

9 M | NFORMATION M SSI NG

NUTRTION AND D ETARY BEHAVICR
For mat : F1l

Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

NO

YES

0
1
8 NA

9 M | NFORMATION M SSI NG

1584

1585

1586

1587

1588



Q538

Q539

Q54

Q55

Q561

PHYSI CAL ACTIVITY
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M | NFORMATI ON MISSING

MENTAL AND EMOTIONAL HEALTH
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA

9 M INFORMATION MZISSING
DESCRI PTI ON OF CONTEXT
Format: F1
Mssing Values: §

EVALUATION REPORT INCLUDED

Tormait: TL
Missing Valuss: ©
Value Tacel
1 At
Z =T
g =Y
9 M INFORMATION MISSING

Q561 MLTIPLE METHODS
Format: Fl
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Lebel
NOT | NCLUDED

0
1 | NCLUDED
2 SUBSTANT EFFCRTS

1 58 9

1590

1591

1592

1593



Q562

Q563

Q57A

Q57B1

Q5782

Y
LN

Q562 COMPLETE cowren EVAL
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NOT | NCLUDED
1 | NCLUDED
2 SUBSTANT EFFCRTS

Q563 USEFUL EVAL
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NOT | NCLUDES
1 | NCLUDED
2 SUBSTANT EFFORTS

Q57A EVAL HIV POL
Format: Fl
Mssing values: 9

Val ue Label

W (0 N

Q5781 LOCAL POLICY

rmaT -

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA, NO PQICY

9 M M SSI NG

Q57B2 ASSESS IMPLEMEN
For nat : Fl
Missing Values: 9

value Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA,  NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

1594

1595

1596

1597

1598



Q57B3

Q5784

QS57BS

Q5786

Q5787

Q57B3

ASSES HOW WELL EKNOWN

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
value Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA, NO POLICY
9 M M SSI NG
Q57D POLI CYMAKI NG PROCESS
Format: F1
Mssing Vaiues: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA,  NO PQLICY

9 M M SSI NG

057E CONTENT ofF POLI CY
Format: F1

M ssing Values: ¢

vValue Label
0 XD
é N, NO PCOLICY
¢ M MISSING
Q7EF EXTENT POLICY DISSEMINATED
format: Tl
Missing Values: ¢
value Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA  NO PQLICY

9 M M SSI NG

057G EXTENT TRAINNG PROVIDED
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M I NFORMATI ON M SSI NG

1599

1600

1601

1602

1603



Q5788

Q5789

Q57H EXTENT PCLICY UTlLIZED

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NC

1 YES

a NA

9 M INFORMATION M SSI NG
Q578 OTHER
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Lakel

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M INFORMATION

Q57B9SPE Q579 SPECI FY

Q58

Q58B1

R

For mat : A30

Q58 EVAL EIV CURR
Format: F1l

Pl el ed

Migzing Valiuzes: ©
C

o
|
§
(b

l 1
ALl
)
()]
i 3

(VO TS O30 % BN R

M SSI NG

058B1 ASSESS CURR- POLI CY

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

NO
YES

0
1
a NA  NO PQLICY
9

M -MSS NG

1604

1605

1606-1635

1636

1637



Q58B2

Q58B3

QS58B4

QS8BS5

Q058B6

RN

Q58B2 ASSESS IMPLEMEN
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA, NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

Q58B3 ASSESS DELIV
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA, NO PQAICY
9 M M SSI NG

Q58D (CRR AGULW DEVEL PROCESS
Format: F1
M ssing values: §

Val ue Label

<
'
N

1

(Yo NG O I B

AT by

Q5S8E CONSI STENCY

. = -
ROttty

Mggikhgw Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA, NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

Q57F COONTENT CF CURRIC
Format: F1
Mssing Valtes: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA, NO PQLI CY
9 M M SSI NG

1638

1639

1640

1641

1642



Q5887

Q58B8

QS8ES

Q58r10

Q58G EXTENT OURR C IMPLEMENTED
Format: F1

M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES

8 NA, NO PQLI CY
9 M MISSING

Q58E CURRIC | MPLEM AS | NTENDED
Format: F1

M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA, NO PCLI CY
9 M M SSI NG

Q58I |IMPACT ON STUDENTS
Format: F1

M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Ladbel

<D
‘o
A
O
-~ N

4
<
[

)
1
t
+

4
(0]

[Vole s SN e
VoA
Ao
A

YO

t
o
—f
{
)]
L}

(g
[
A <

588
ot at.,l oL
ssing Values: 9

Q58B10SP Q5810 SPECI FY

QSsSA

-

Format: A30

59A EVAL ON STAFF
ormat: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

1 YES

2 NO

8 NA, NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

1643

1644

1645

1646

1647-1676

1677



Q59B1

Q59B2

Q5983

Q59B5

»

Q59B1 CONSIS POL CURR
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES

8 NA, NO POLI CY
9 M M SSI NG

Q5982 | MPLEMENTED
Format: F1l
M ssing Values: ¢

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 Na, NO POLI CY
9 M M SSI NG

Q5983 MEASURE SATI SFAC
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

o
+

4

(R
1t O

s
, NO POLICY
M MISSING

Lo o )
L

Q57D M=EASUREMENT O KNOAEDGE ATTITUDES SKILLS

Hssing values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA, NO POLI CY

9 M KI SSI NG

Q59E PROCESS OF DEVEL STAFF
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA,  NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

1678

1679

1680

1681

1682



Q59B6

Q5987

Q59B8

Q5389

Q59810

Q59F ATTI TUDES TOMRD PWAS
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA, NO POLI CY

9 M M SSI NG

Q59G | NSTRUCTI ONAL CONFI DENCE
Format: F1
M ssing Values: ¢

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA, NO PQLICY

9 M M SSI NG

Q59H KNOWLEDGE (F HVADS
For-it-tat: F1
M ssing Values: §

Val ue Label
0] NO
1 V=3
8 NA, NC PCLICY
g M MISSING
Q58T CONTENT OF STAFF DEVEL
o meen s, = =2
Missing Values: S
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA, NO PQLICY

9 M M SSI NG

Q593 PARTI Cl PANT SATI SFACTI ON
Format: F1

Mssing vValues: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA, NO POLI CY
9 M M SSI NG

1683

1684

1685

1686

1687



Q59B11

Q59812

Q59B13

Q60

o

Q59K PARTI CI PANT SKI LLS

Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 Na, NO PQLICY
9 M M SSI NG

Q59L COMFCRT WTH SENSITIVE TCPICS

Format: F1
M ssing Values: 8
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 Na, NO PCLI CY
9 M MISSING

Q59 OTHER
Format: F1
Mssing Values: ¢
Val ue Label
0 NC
1 VZIs
8 N, NO POLICY
& M MISSING

10

58 SPECIFY
crmat: ~Io

pet=Ru

Q60 EVAL STUD QUTCOVES
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Labe

1 YES

2 NO

3 NA

9 M M SSI NG

1688

1689

1690

1691-1723

1721



Q60B

Q61

Q85

FOCSTU

FOCTEA

w

Q60B KAP KAB
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
1 Y=¢
2 NO

a NA, NO KAP

Q61 EVAL COLLAB
Format: F1

Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
1 Y8
2 NO
a NA

Q@5 EVALUATION CR PILOT  PROGRAM
Format: F8.2

M ssing Values: 9.00

)
Val ue Label
00 NO
1.00 Y=S
3.C¢C Na, NG PILOT TEOCGRAM
S.Co M T\TOSMATICN MISSING

FOCUS GROUPS-STUDENTS

- ormat

iesi =_wess ©
Value Lerze
0 NO
1 YES
a NA

39 M M SSI NG

FOcUs GROUPS -TEACHERS
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA
9 M M SSI NG

1722

1723

1724-1731

1732

1733



FOCADM =~ Focus GROUPS = ADM NI STRATORS 1734
For mat : Fl
M ssing Values: 39

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG
FOCNUR FOCUS  GROUPS- NURSES 1735
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA
9 M M SSI NG
FOCPAR FOCUS GROUPS- P- S 1736
Format: F1
M ssing values: 9
Val ue Lerel
0 NG
g Nn
9 M FT:CCTNC_
FOCSCH FOCUS  GROUPS- SCHOOLS 1737

TorTaT: oL

M ssing values: ¢

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA
9 M M SSI NG
FOCDI S FOOUS GROUPS =~ DISTRCTS 1738
Format: F1
M ssing values: 8
Val ue Label
- 0 NO
1 YES
a NA
g M M SSI NG



FOCOTH

CASSTU

CASTEAR

casaDM

CASNUR

.
o

FOCUS GROUPS- OTHER
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

val ue ‘Label
0 NC
1 YES
a NA
9 M M SSI NG

CASE STUDI ES- STUD==
Format: F1
Mssing values: 9

Val ue ILapel
0 NO
1 Y=S
a NA
9 M MISSING

CASE STUDI ES- TEACHERS
Format: 7l

- -

Mssing wvaliues: 9

val ue Label

W i O
’
]

CASE STUDIES—ADMIN:STRATORS
FormatT: -

Missing values: ©

value Labél
0 NO
1 YES
a NA
9 M M SSI NG

CASE  STUDI ES- NURSES
Format: F1
Missing val ues: S

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA
9 M M SSI NG

1739

1740

1743.

1742

1743



 CASPAR

CASSCH

CASDI S

INTSTU

CASE STUDI ES- PARENTS
For mat : F1
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label
G NO
1 YES
8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

CASE STUDI ES- SCHOOLS

Format: F1
M ss ing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

CASE STUDI ES- DI STRI CTS

Format: F1
Mssing values: 9
Value La' be 1

C hXe)

z ¥ZS

S5 M -Z‘;SSIN’Z

CAST STUDIES-0OTHER
Format: Tl

Kissing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

| NTERVI EWS- STUDENTS

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

1744

1745

1746

1747

1748



INTTEA

| NTADM

INTNUR

INTZAR

INTSCH

| NTERVI EWS- TEACHERS

For mat :

M ssi ng
val ue
0
1
8

Fl
Val ues: 9

Label

SO
YES
NA

9 M M SSI NG

| NTERVI EWS- ADM NI STRATORS

Format: Fl
Mssing Val ues: 9
val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

S M M SSI NG

I NTERVI EW5- NURSES

Fornat: Fl
M ssing Values: 9
value Label

': ‘_IC‘

g A

e MIISING
IJTERVIEWS-PARENTS
Tormat ! ri
Mssing Val ues 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

| NTERVI EWS- SCHOOLS

For mat :
M ssi ng

Val ue

0
1
8
9

Fl
Val ues: 9

Label

NO
YES
NA

M M SSI NG

1749

1750

1751

1752

1753



| NTDI S

| NTOTH

OBSSTU

OESTEA

OBSADM

| NTERVI EWS- DI STRI CTS
Format: F1
M ssing Vvalues: 9

Val ue Lanel
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA

9 M MISSING

INTERVIEWS-OTHER
Format: F1
Mssing Values: ¢

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
OBSERVATI ON- STUDENTS
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Value Label

D
‘s

NA

(Yo 2N b I B

Value Label

0 NO
1 YES
NA

8
3 M M SSI NG

OBSERVATI ONS- ADM NI STRATORS
Format: F1
M ssing values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

1754

1755

1756

1757

1758



OBSNUR

OBSPAR

OBSSCH

QBSDIS

OBSOTH

OBSERVATI ONS- NURSES

Format: F1
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG
OBSERVAT| ON- PARENTS
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG
OBSERVATI ON- SCHOOL
Format: F1l
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0! NC

g N

S M MISIING

OBSERVATION-DISTRICTS

Tormac :

-

Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG
OBSERVATI ON- OTHER
Format: Fl1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG

1759

1760

1761

1762

1763



OTHSTU

OTHTEA

OTHADM

OTHENUR

OTHPAR

OTHER-STUDENTS
Fornmat: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Labe

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
OTHER-TEACHERS
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

OTHER- ADM NI STRATORS
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Labe

vValue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

OTHER-PARENTS
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Labe
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

1764

1765

1766

1767

1768



OTHSCH

OTHDI S

OTHOTH

0]

QE28?

Q631

c

OTHER- SCHOOLS
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

OTHER- DI STRI CTS
Format: Fl
Kissing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
OTHER- OTHER

Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 vES
g NA
g M MISSING

SSWSTTET Y AL

OTHER  SPECI FY

0631 HV ED PCL
Format: Fi
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

1769

1770

1771

1772-178¢

1787



Q632

Q633

Q634

Q635

Q636

R

Q632 CURRIC
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA
9 M M SSI NG

Q633 STAFF DEVEL
For mat : Fl
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA
9 M M SSI NG

Q634 SURVEL
Format: F1l
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG
Q636 (COOLAB
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 Y E S

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

1788

1789

1790

1791

1792



Q64A

Q64B

Q63A

Q65B

Q661

Q662

REQ/REC TA | N EVAL
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
1 YES
2 NO

DESCRI BE TA

Format: F1

Mssing Values: 9

Q65a USES (COC HANDBOXK
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
1 YES
2 NO
g NA

WHAT EXAMPLES WERE USED
Format: FL
Missing Values: 9

Q661 YRBS.
TormazT: L
Value Lasel

C NO

- V=S

z NA

S MISSING

o662 HV SRV
For mat : Fl

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M SSI NG

1793

1794

1795

1796

1797

1798



Q663

4668

Q671

Q672

Q673

Q663 SCHHO BLDG

For mat : Fl
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M SSI NG
4668 NA
For mat : F1l
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q671 YRBS \WEI GHTABLE
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

C NO

i VZES

2 b

& M MISSING
Q672 HIV WEIGHTABLE
ii;sZEQ %;;ues. S
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q673 SCH BLDG VEI GHTABLE
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

1799

1800

1801

1802

1803



Q681

Q682

Qsé

Q69A

Q69B1

Q6582

Q681 RESP RATE SCH 1804- 1806
Format: F3
Mssing Values: 999
Q682 RESP RATE STUDENTS 1807-1809
Format: F3
Missing Values: 999
Q96 RESPONSE RATE FOR SBS 1810- 1817
Format: F8.2
M ssing Values: 999.00
Q63a QTJESTION OM TTED 1818
Format: F*1
M ssing Values: 9
Value Larel
1 YES
2 NO
8 NA
g M MSSING
I NJURY 1819
Format: F1
M ssing values: 9
Value Label
0 NO
| Y=S
g N2
9 M INTOFMATION MISSING
SEX 1820
Formet: Fi
M ssing Values: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 © YES
8 NA
9 M INFORMATION M SSING



Q69B3

Q69B4

Q69B5

QE9B6

Q70

DRUGS
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Lapel
0 NO
1 YES
8 NaA
S M INFORMATICON M SSING

TOBACCO
Format: F1
Missing Values:@: 9

Val ue Labe

0 NO

1 Y=S

a NA

S M INFORMATION MISSING
NUTRI TI ON

Format: Fi
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 =0
1 T.s
a N&
9 M INTORMATION M S3IING

PHYSICAL ACTIVITY
Tormat: =1

Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA

9 M | NFORMATION M SSI NG

070 YRBS SURVEY ENHANCED HV ED?
Format: 71
Missing values: 9

1821

1822

1823

1824

1825



Q97

Q71

Q721

Q722

Q723

097 SBS DATA USED
Format: F8.2
Missing Val ues: 9.00

Val ue Label

.00 NO
1.00 YES

8.00 M, NO PQAICY
9.00 M INFORMATION M SSING

COLLABORATE W OTHER AGENCI ES

Format: F1
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

1 YES

2 NO

Q721 DEPT HEALTH
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Value Label

0 NO

1 Y=S

8 N&

8 M MISESING
Q722 DEPT ED
rormat: £l
Missing Valuss: ¢
Value Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSING

0723 PAR TEACH STU
Format: F1

Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Lakel
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA

9 M KI SSI NG

1826- 1833

1834

1835

1836

1837



Q724

Q725

Q726

Q727

Q727SPEC

»

Q724 MNRTY QQROAP

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q725 RELIG ORG
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA

9 M M SSING
Q726 MED. SOOETY
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

\D 00 - O
&
:]‘

Q727 OIHER
Tormat: FL_

Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

OTHER SPECI FY
For mat : A30

1838

1839

1840

1841

1842-1871



Q73Aa1

Q73a2

Q73A3

Q7324

Q73A5

Q73a1 REQ MATER AL

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NC

1 YES

8 Na

9 M M SSI NG
Q73a2 PHONE QOONVERS
Format: F1
Missinag Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG
Q73A3 SPEAKERS
Format: F1
M ssing values: 9
Val ue Label

8] AT

¢ M MIZSZING
073a4 TRAI NI NG
Format: 7l
M ssing values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG
Q073A5 TASK FCRCE
Format: F1
M ssing values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG

1872

1873

1874

1875

1876



Q73A6

Q73A7

Q73A7SPE

Q73B

Q73BSPEC

Q74

Q73a6 SPEC COWTT
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Vai ue Label

6 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
Q737a7 OTHER
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

OTHER SPECI FY
For mat : A30

Q73B FREQ MEET
Format: F1
Miggi..no Values. ' 9

_-at
Lasel

<
[
b
4
¢

ANNUALLY

OTHER

MISSING

O Ul W) B -3

[
¥

OTHER SPECI FY
For mat : A30

074 corLraB W NAT ORGANIZ

For mat : Fl
Missing Val ues: 9
Val ue Label

1 YES

2 NO

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

1877

1878

1879- 1908

1909

1910- 1939

1940



4751

Q752

4753

4754

4755

Q751 AAHE
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
Q75D ACHA
Format: F1
M ssing values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
3 AASA
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

G NO

i YZ=S

8 NA

¢ M MISSING
4 AFT
SCIXmat: fa
Missing Vaiues: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

5 NSBA
Format: F1

Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

1941

1942

1943

1944

1945



Q756

Q7587

Q758

Q758

47510

o
)

NRSSC

Format: F1
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
7 cCcsso

Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
a NSHEC
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

Q NG

| VZ3

8 NA

9 M SSI NG
9 NAEOEE
Format. 'FlL
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
10 NOGBQO
Format: F1
Missinc Values: 9
Value Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

1946

1947

1948

1949

1950



47511

Q7512

47513

Q7514

47515

11 cps
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG
12 ETRA
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG
13 NpTA
Format: F1
Mssing Val ues: 9
Val ue Label
S NO
- YZ=S
g N&
¢ M MISIING
14 NNYRS
Tormat : Fi

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YZS

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
15 NCEE
Format: F1l
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG

1951

1952

1953

1955



Q7516

Q7517

Q7518

Q7519

Q7520

»

16 NCHHHSO
Format: F1-
Kissing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

3 M M SSI NG
17 NCas
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG
18 NCCH
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

c NG

& NA

S M MISSING
19 ama
TormaT: ri

Missing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG
20 NEA
Format: F1

Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG

1956

1957

1958

1959

1960



Q7521 = 21 ASHA

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG
Qr522 22 OTHER
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA

Q7522SPE

Q76A1

Q76A2

"

9 M M SSI NG

OTHER SPECI FY
Format: A30

Q76A1 REQ MATER AL
Format: F1
Migs ing Values: 9

0 NO

1 VIS

8 NA

9 M MIESING

Q76a2 PHONE COOVERS
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

s M M SSI NG

1961

1962

1963- 1992

1993

1994



Q76A3

Q7624

Q76A5

Q76A5SPE

Q7626

Q76A3 SPEAKERS

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
9 M M SSI NG

Q7624 TRAINI NG
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
OTHER
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

: 7ZS

2 NA

¢ M MISSING

OTHER SPECI FY
Format . A2 (0

Q76A6 DEVEL TASK FCORCE

Format: F8.2
Mssing Values: 9.00

Val ue Label
.0Q NO
1.00 YES

8.00 NA, NO POLICY

9.00 M INFORMATION MISSING

1995

1996

1997

1998-2027

2028-2035



Q76A7

Q76B1

Q76B2

Q7683

Q76B4

Q76a7 DEVEL SPEC COW TTEE

For nat :
M ssi ng

Val ue

.00
1.00
8.00

Val ues:

F8. 2

Label

NO
YES

NA,  NO PQLICY
9. 00 M I NFORVATI ON M SSI NG

Q76B1 PQLICY DEVEL

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
Q7682 POL IMPLEM
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NC

s Na

¢ M MISSING

Q76B3 CURIC DEVEL

ot —
Tormac:

ol

Mssing values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a N2

9 M M SSI NG
Q7684 CIJRR C IMPLEM
For mat : Fl
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 =3

a NA

9 M MISSING

9.00

2036-2043

2044

2045

2046

2047



Q76B5

Q76B6

Q7687

Q7688

Q76B9

Q76B5 TEACH STAFF
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q76B6 DATA COLL
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q7687 PROG EVAL
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Labei
0 N
1 VES
8 N2
89 M MISSING

Q7 6B8 OUTCOMES
Tormat : Tl

Kissing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
OTHER
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M MISSING

2048

2049

2050

2051

2052



Q76B9SPE

7

Q781

Q782

Q783

OTHER SPECI FY
For mat : A30

Q77 coLrLAaB CAH
Fornat : Fl
Mssing Valuss: 9

Val ue Label
1 YES
2 NO

9 M M SSI NG

Q781 REQ DIST MAT

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG
Qr82 PHONE  CONSULT
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

va_d

1))

o
4w
©)

PppIR Sl SIS

Q783 | NVI TING SPEAKERS
Format: Fl
M ssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 Y=ES
8 N2
9 M MISSING

2053- 2082

2083

2084

2085

2086



Q784

Q785

Q785SPEC

Q78A6

Q787A

M
Q785

For mat :
M ssi ng
Val ue

0
1

a
9 M

CONDUCT TRAI NI NG
F1l
Val ues: 9

apel

[

Zz <4

0
ES
A
M SSI NG

OTHER

Fl
Val ues: 9

Label

NO
YES
NA
M SSI NG

OTHER SPECI FY

For mat :

A30

Q78A6 DEVEL TASK FORCE

For mat :

F8. 2

Migsinco Valuas: 9.00

valus Larel
.C0C NO
1.00 7ES
2.C0C NZ, NO PQOLICY.
8.00 M INFORMATICON MISSID
Q787A DEVEL SPEC COW TTEE
Format: F8. 2
Mssing Values: 9.00
Val ue Label
.00 NO
1.00 ES
a.0o0 NA, NO PQAICY

9. 00 M I NFORVATI ON MISSING

2087

2088

2089-2118

2119-2126

2127-2134



Q79

Q801

Q802

Q803

Q804

Q805

4806

Q807

Q807SPEC

4808

L

Q808SPEC

LIST O MRC | NCLUDED W/APPL

Format: F1
Ki ssing values: 9
Val ue Label

1 Y=S

2 NO

REPRESENTATI VES FROM SCHOOL BOARD

Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

PARENTS
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

TEACHERS
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

STUDENTS
Format: F1
M ssing Values: 9

SCHOOL ADM NI STRATORS
Format: F1
e -gsing Vasues: 9

- ———r——
- WadiGiic s o ow

M ssing values: 9

OTHER SPECI FY
For mat : A30

OTHER
Format: F1
M ssing values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
@ M INFORMATION M SSING

OTHER SPE=ECIFY
Format: A30

2135

2136

2137

2138

2139

2140

2141

2142

2143-2172

2173

2174-2202



Q809

Q809SPEC

Q8010

Q8010SPE

48011

Q8011SPE

Q81

Q82

Q83

OTHER
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA

9 M I NFORMATI ON M SSI NG
OTHER SPECI FY

For mat : A30
OTHER
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
a NA

9 M | NFORMATION M SSI NG

OTHER SPECIFY
Format: A30

OTHER
rormat. Tl
Missing Values: 9

- - -
value Lals i

0
1
a
9 M INFORMATION MSSING

OTHER SPECIFY
For mat : A30

MRC APPROVE PURCHASE/DEVEL
Format: F1
M ssing values: ¢

CONTRI BUTE TO ASEE DATABASE
For mat : Fi
Mssing values: 9

CONTRIBUTE INFO TO ASHE DATABASE
Format: Fi
M ssing Values: 9

2204

2205-2234

2235

2236- 2265

2266

2267-2296

2297

2298

2299



Q84

Q85

Q86

Q86A1

286A2

Q86A3

CAH ENROLLED IN CHEN
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

CAH USE CHEN
For mat : Fi
Mssing Values: 9

Q86 CAH TA
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

1 YES

2 NO

9 M M SSING
Q86a1 TA
Format: F1l
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

S M MISSING

Q8éa2 EVAL SUP
Format: Tl

A e 7= ] .
Missing Values : 9

Value “zbel
0 SO
i YES
8 NA
9°M M SSI NG
Q86A3 SURVEY DATA OOL

Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA
g M M SSING

2300

2301

2302

2303

2304

2305



Q86A4

Q86A5

Q86A6SPE

Q86B1

Q86B2

Q86A4 ANALYSIS
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Labe

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG
OTHER
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA
9 M M SSI NG

OTHER SPECI FY

For mat : A30
Q86B1 $
Format: F1l
Missing Values: 9
Value Label

g NO

.l YES

2 N2

¢ M MISSING

Q86B2 CURRIC DEVEL
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label
0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG

2306

2307

2308- 2337

2338

2339



Q86B3

Q86B4

Q86B5

Q8686

Q86B6SPE

Q86B3 SPEC PROG

Format: F1
Missing Values: §
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q86B4 TEACH TRAIN

Format: F1
Mssing Val ues:
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

Q86B5 COULTURE

Forinat: F1
Mssing Val ues:
Val ue Label
G NO
i YZ3
g N2
¢ ¥ MISS
OTEER
Missing Value
Val ue Label
0 NO
i YES
8 N2

9 M MISSING

OTHER SPECI FY
For mat : A30

2340

2341

2342

2343

2344- 2373



Q86C1

Q86C2

Q86C3

Q86cC4

Q86C5

Q86Ccl1 LOCAL PQAIAES
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 Yes

8 no asst

9 M | NFORMATI ON M SSI NG
Q86C2 GUI DELI NES
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA,  NO ASST

9 M | NFORMATI ON M SSI NG
Q86Cc3 ADVIS QOWTT
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA, NO assT

9 M INFORMATION MISSING
Q86Cc4 STAND 4 HV ED
Format: Il
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA  NO ASST

9 M | NFORMATION M SSI NG
g8ecs OIHER
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

NO
YES

NO ASST

NA,
M | NFORVATION M SSI NG

2374

2375

2376

2377

2378



Q86C5SPE

286D

Q87

Q87al

Q87a2

Q87A3

OTHER  SPECI FY

For mat :

A30

WAYS car ASS STED

Format:

Fl

M ssing Values: §

Q87 asstT 4 HEH RISK YQUTH

For mat :

Fl

M ssing Values: 8

Val ue

1
2

Label

YES
NO

Q8721 H& RSX ST

For mat :

Fl

M ssing Values: 8

. Value

o — O

Label

NO
YES
NA

9 M MISSING

Q87A2 ALTERNAT SCH

Tormas . Fl
Missing Values:
Value Lapel

¢ ic

i VES

8 N

9 M M SSI NG
Q87a3 M NORI TY KIDS
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

8 NA

9 M M SSI NG

2379- 2408

2409

2410

2411

2412

2413



Q872a4

Q87A5

Q87A6

Q878

Q88

Q89

QS0

&

Q87a4 SPEC NEEDS

For mat : Fl
Mssing Values: 9
Val ue Label
0 NO
1 YES
8 NA

8 M M SSI NG

Q87a5 QUI OF SCH Y.
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO

1 YES

a NA

9 M M SSI NG

087a6 | NCARCERATED YOUTH
For mat : F8. 2
Mssing  Val ues: 9.00

Val ue Label
.00 NO
1.00 VIS
£.00 N2, NO POLZICVY
9.00 M INTORMATICON MISSING

DESCRI BE KINDs G ASST
Tormat: Fi

Mssing Values: 9

| NTERESTI NG FEATURES
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

SUCCESS STORES
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9

Q90 PROGRESS NOT CAPTURED
Format: =1

Mssing Values: 9

Val ue Label

0 NO
1 YES

2414

2415

2416- 2423

2424

2425

2426

2427



.
Ry

Dummy Variable 2428
Format: F1
Mssing Values: 9



